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fifteen years since capitalists embarked money in 
this way. They found there was no profit in it. 
They found that the payment of taxes—the pay- 
ment of agents, and the slow and gradual rise in 
value of the public lands, would not warrant the 
operation. Suppose, for the sake of argument and 
by way Of illustration, that individuals go to the 
West, where there are large tracts of public lands, 
and make large entries, and hold these lands with 
q view to derive profit from them when they shall 
rise in value. Why, does not the gentleman see 
at a glance, that as long as there are such vast 
erat of land in market which « wn be had at the 
minimum price of one dollar anda quarter per acre, 
nobody is going to give ten, five, ortwoand a half 
dollars an acre for the land which is held by spec- 
ulators?, This is the course which the thing takes. 
An individual who wishes to purchase land for his 
own benefit, will go upon the public domain, and 


he will get the land which is to be had at the 


cheapest price. I assure the gentleman from New 
sKennahire (Mr. Tuce] that the practical ; 

Hampshire {[Mr. Tuck] that the practical opera- 
tion of the thing is not as he has stated. There is 
here and there an individual who wishes to spec- 


ulate in public lands, and attempts to do it, but they 


are like angels’ visits, in one respect at least, few 
and far between. 

Mr. TUCK. Adthough the statement by the 
gentleman from lowa of his opinion, that the ex- 
ension of the right of location of land warrants 
upon the newly-surveyed lands of the West, is 
entitled to much weight with me, yet it is not suf- 
ficient to control my vote. fam aware that re p- 


resentatives from the West may be presumed to 


be better acquainted with their local interests than 
we of the old States are. 1 will state, for the bene- 
fit of the gentleman from Iowa and others, that 
the opinion 1 expressed the other day, against the 
policy of opening the infant settlements of the far 
West to be overrun by the holders of these war- 
rants, was founded, in part, upon information and 
opinions derived from gentlemen who understand 
the interests of the West as well, and are as anx- 
ious to promote it, as the gentleman from Iowa can 
be. I stated the other day, and now say again, 
that I believe that the new settlements of the West, 
in their early infancy, are hemmed in by specu- 
lative holders of land, and are retarded in their 
prosperity thereby, being unable to defend them- 
selves against the ill effects of land being held in 
large amounts by non-resident speculators; and I 
believe that opening the newly-surveyed lands to 
these land warrants will increase the evil. The 
older portions of the West, where there are lands 
enough for the use of the warrants, have the abil- 
ity to defend themselves. Ihave given the rea- 
sons of my opinion, and [ have the satisfaction of 
knowing, that men who live in the West, and oc- 
cupy eminent positions, agree with me in what I 
have said. I would refer the gentleman from Iowa 
ester gett to the opinions of the gentleman from 
llinois, [Mr. Bisseit,} who spoke the other day 
upon this bill, and did me the honor to indorse 
the opinion I had expressed, of the bad policy of 
opening the new lands to invasion by speculating 
holders of land warrants. 
Mr. CLARK. Ido not know what the knowl- 
edge of facts is on the part of the gentleman from 
Illinois {Mr. Bisseun] to whom the gentleman from 
New Hampshire refers. I do not know precisely 
the reasons of the poliey which the gentleman from 
{ilinois urges upon the House. I only speak of 
the facts, either positive or negative, which have 
transpired within the sphere of my own knowl- 
edge. Now, there would be no prejudice to Illi- 
hols, that this limitation should be observed, this 
restriction had in the location of warrants, because 
the lands in Illinois have been surveyed and were 
in market long ago. Such is hot the fact in Wis- 
consin and [owa, and other new States and Terri- 
tories. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
(Mr. Tuck] undertook to illustrate his case the 
other day by the fact, that in his travels in Min- 
nesota, he fell in with two men, who had removed, 
if [ mistake not, from the State of Illinois, and 
that their motive for doing so was, because they 
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‘speculators. Now, I will venture the opinion, if 
these men should be put upon the stand and cross- 
examined, it would be found that they never owned | 
an acre of land in the western country in their lives, 


] know not where they went from, but there is 


a class of men in the western country—I neither 
question their doings nor their motives—who are 


never satisfied except they are upon thapextreme 
frontier. They do not want to be surrounded 
either by speculators oranybody else. Thev want 
an open sea—they want the whole region for their 
own use. They do not wish for society or imsti- 
tutions. There are a few such—very few, and 
they are in the exercise of a right, w hich is their 
own, when they seek the most distant locations 

Mr. COBB, (interrupting.) I will call the at- 
tion of the chairman of the select committee [Mr. 
DunHam] to an inguiry, which | wish to make: I 
desire to know what he means by the proviso te 
the seventh section of this bill, ‘Provide i that the 
benefits of this act shall not acerue to any person 
who isa member of the present Cong) Tid 


Mr. DUNHAM. I will state, in explanation, 


that there is an error in the printing, and the 
prope r corre ction will be m de. 

Mr. COBB. As the chairman of the commit 
tee has determined to amend it in its present form, 
lt supersedes the necessity of my commenting 
upon it. 

As. to the remarks of the gentleman from New 
Flampshire, {Mr. ‘Tuc K,| a few days avo, in rela- 


tion to the third section of this bi ; l am satished 


that if the gentleman had had the question of 
granting bounty lands to meritorious citizens of 
the United States in his POSSESSION aS if as I 


had it during the last Congress, he would see at 
once the necessity of the passage of a bill to con- 
strue the third section of the original law. I am 


satisfied that the Secretary of the Interior has put 
a wrong construction on that portion of the bill, 


from the fact that I had the bounty land bill in | 


my charge, as a member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, for seven months during the last 
Congress, and feeling deeply interested in it, I 
sounded the opinion of almost eve ry member of 
this House upon the subject. ‘The third section 
of this bill will remove the difficulties which 
the Secretary of the Interior has thrown in the 
way of meritorious individuals whom it was 
designed to include in that bill. Ele ought to be 
satisfied by this time that he has also placed a false 
construction on the law, by prohibiting the trans- 
fer of the bounty land warrants; for both branche 
of the Congress of the United States have said 
that that was not their intention when they passed 
the measure. So satisfied am I that the construc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior upon that point 
was wrong, that if | had been disposed to pur- 
chase a land warrant from an individual I should 
have done it, and relied upon the courts of the 
country to sustain me In the position th it these 
land warrants were truly and propery assignable 
under the original law. Both branches of Con- 
gress have now decided that question. 

I feel satisfied that the Secretary of the Interior 
will see the error into which he has fallen, and 
will hereafter be cautious not to throw obstacles in 
the way of meritorious individuals so as to prevent 
them from receiving their warrants, or to prevent 
the transfer that was contemplated by the law. 

Mr. CLARK, (resuming.) I believe that I 
should be safe in saying that it is my opinion that 
ninety-nine out of a hundred of all of the land 
warrants which have been located in northern 
lowa, have been located by settlers. They come 
and search out their lands, and they either have 
land warrants in their pockets, or, after they have 
ascertained the tract upon which they desire to 
settle, they go and purchase warranis and settle on 


| that land as farmers, to develop the resources of 


the soil and add to the strength of society there. 
That is the course that warrants have taken. I do 
not believe that the statement which I have made 


| is extravagant; if it is, I am willing to stand cor- 


rected by other gentlemen from my neighborhood 


| . . . 
| who have as much knowledge on this subject as 


Were surrounded with lands which were held by ¥ I have myself, 
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Sir, you have set afloat a large amount of land 
scrip, as it may be called rrants, the design of 
which 1s to absorb, as far as 
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ey will go, the pub- 
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You design by this system and by the 
transter of these warral to enable your citizens 
to purchase and so to make themselves homes 


Now, I ask, for what reason or sound policy you 


should restrict the location of them? You say 
upon the face of a given warrant, ** This do ument 
Is rood for one hundred and SIXTY t | , 
but yet re itlemen seek to sav that i he t of 
land of a certain value. You say upon face of 
your scrip that the land is worth one dollar and a 
quarter per acre, and bv a note at e bottonf you 
say, in substance, that it shall only worth 
enty-five cents. Is not this a contradiction in 
erms ¢: Besides that, it w uid partial syste 
Those who obtain their warrants first from the 
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vou restrict them to cert mints, ut pre udices 
not only all le settiel states, but ll 
who intend to emigrate trom t e old Stat S. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, (interposing.) The 
morning hour has now expired, and | therefore 
move to proce ed to the business upon th’ Speak- 
er’s table. I shall follow up that motion by a 


motion to go into Committee of the W hole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Is that motion in order 

The SPEAKER. It iscompetent to arrest the 
business of the morning 
hour shall have passed. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. 


to the gentleman from Virg 


hour when the morning 


[I would sucvest 
nia and to the House, 
that if they wish to ¢ x pedite the periecting ind 
passage of this bill and to economize time, it would 
be better for us, by unanimous consent, to refer 
the bill now to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and make it the special order 
of the day for Monday next. That 1s the « nly 
way in which we can fix the bill so as to be sat 
factory to all parties. 

Mr. BISSELL. T be yr tO make another sug- 
cvestion, in addition to the one which the gentleman 
from Tennessee has just made. I would suggest 
that this bill had better be laid upon the table at 
once; and if I can obtain the floor for the purpose, 
I will make that motion. It can never pass this 
House, [ am sure. l belie ve the ventieman from 
lowa [Mr. Crark] has the floor, and I ask him 
if he will vield me the floor to make that motion, 

Mr. CLARK. ] cannot do it. 

Mr. BISSELL. I would remark that a bill 
upon this subject passed the Senate yesterday, 
which appears to be precisely in that form which 
vill meet the views of a majority of the members 
of this body, and it is useless to spend any more 
time on this bill. 

[Cries of ‘* Order!’’ ** Order !’’] 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY then moved that the rules be 
suspended and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion was agreed to. 
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The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Jones, of Ten- 
nessee, in the chair.) 


MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the first business | 
in order was the consideration of the President’s 
annual message. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Mexican indemnity bill 
being an appropriation bill, I believe has prece- 
dence, and [ move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee 
accordingly proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill to avila fur the carrying into execution, in 
further part, the twelfth article of the treaty with 
Mexico, concluded in Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

The CHAIRMAN sstated that the pending | 
question was on the amendment of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Marsa} to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] and that the gentleman from Virginia | 
[Mr Baytiy] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, I had ex- 
pected that I should never be called upon again to 
address the House of Representatives upon the 
subject of this bill. At the first session of the last 
Congress, a bill, precisely similar to this, except 
as to the amount appropriated, was reported from | 
the Committee of Ways and Means unanimously. ! 
It underwent a thorough discussion in this House, 
when everything was brought to its attention which 
has since been advanced, and it passed by a vote 
of 128 to 36—there being fewer votes against the 
bill, than are usually given against all the appro- | 
priation bills, no matter how unexceptionable in 
themselves. The bill then went to the Senate, 
and was again discussed there, and it passed that | 
body almost without opposition—I mean so far || 
as the vote was concerned. At the last session of 
Congress, the matter was again brought before 
this House by the unanimous report of the Com- || 
mittee of Ways and Means. It was again thor- | 
oughly discussed, and so meagre was the opposi- 
tion to the bill, that its opponents could not even 
get the yeas and nays upon its passage. 

Again, at the present session of Congress, the 
Committee of Ways and Means, composed al- 
most entirely of new members, after having ex- 
amined the subject thoroughly, have, as I am 
told, by the unanimous vote of that committee, 
again ne. this bill. Now, it would seem that | 
further discussion in reference to this subject was 
superfluous; but it seems a certain gentleman has | 
taken upon himself, under date of the 22d of No- 
vember last, to address a long memorial to the 
President of the United States, calumniating the 
Secretary of State—the financial organs at the last 
Congress of the two Houses of Congress—and as 
anecessary consequence, the two Houses of Con- 
gress themselves which sustained them. And that 
gentleman, with an assurance peculiarly his own, 
has asked the President to file that memorial among 
the archives of the Government. Now, I take it | 
for granted that the President of the United 
States will not give it any such destination. The 
keeper of those archives is paid by the Govern- 
ment for a different purpose than to preserve 
calumnies upon the Secretary of the Department 
to which he is attached, and upon the financial 
organs of the two Houses of Congress, and by 
consequence, as I have said, upon the two Houses 
themselves. But, this memorial has also been 
laid upon the table of every member of the two 
Houses, and I have found by the debate here, that 
it has created some impression upon the minds of | 
a small portion of the members upon this floor. 
Such being the case, I feel it to be my duty to no- | 
tice his pretended statement of facts. 

In relation to his calumnies upon myself, I shall 
say nothing. I have lived for forty years without 
a reproach upon my private eharacter in vain; it 
is in vain that the people of my State, and the Le- 
gislature of that State, have expressed their con- 
fidence in me in almost every form in which it 
could be done; it is in vain that the House of 
Representatives have expressed a similar confi- 
dence, and that to such an extent as few of my 
predecessors have enjoyed, ifthe calumnies of Dutf 
Green, and his associates will affect my character 
in the estimation of anybody whose good opinion 
is desirable. 

Before | proceed to the consideration of this me- 
morial, for the information of this House, com- 


i 
4 


posed as it is to a large extent of new members, 
and who may not be as well informed in relation 
to the subject, from its inception, as I am, I feel 


| it my duty to refer to the history of the mode of 


payment of these Mexican indemnities. 

Sy the treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo, we came 
under an obligation to pay to the Mexican Gov- 
ernment fifteen millions of dollars, in five pay- 
ments—the first in hand, and the other four in 
annual installments, with interest. The first pay- 
ment was made down. So much of it as was paid 
in money, was paid by an arrangement with the 
tot!.schilds. By that arrangement Rothschilds 
were to receive from us an amount in Treasury 
notes, at Mr, equal to the sum paid by them. At 
that time ‘Treasury notes, as I believe, were at a 
premium; so in the first payment, made by Mr. 
Polk’s administration, the Government received no 
premium, but rather paid one. 

The first installment was paid by Mr. Walker, 
by an arrangement with the Barings. By this 
arrangement the Barings were to pay the money 
and allow us four and one half per cent. for con- 
ducting the transaction. ‘These two payments | 


| were made under Mr. Polk’s administration. The 


next was negotiated under General Taylor’s ad- 
niinistration. He intrusted the negotiation to Mr. 
Letcher, our Minister at Mexico. The great dif- 
ficulty which he encountered in making that pay- 
ment, as disclosed by his dispatches to the Govy- 
ernment, I fully showed ina speech upon a former 
At onetime he despaired of making 
any arrangement; but at last he contracted with 
Howland & Aspinwall to pay a portion of the 
installment at three per cent., and the remainder 
with the Rothschilds at three and a half per cent. 
The management of this matter was taken, as I 
have before explained, by General Taylor’s ad- 
ministration, from the Secretary of the Treasury 
and transferred to the Secretary of State. So it 
stood when Mr. Fillmore camein. Mr. Webster 
contracted with the Barings, Howiand & Aspin- 
wall, and Corcoran & Riggs, to make the payment 


occasion. 
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at three and ahalf percent. At the time of making 


the contract, that was the enly offer before the Sec- 
retary of State. ‘The Rothschilds had previously 
submitted a proposition to give a premium of four 
per cent., but according to the terms of the prop- 
osition if not accepted before the 20th of May, it, 
was to be considered as withdrawn. Subsequently 
they extended the time till the Ist of July; but the 
Ist of July passed without making the contract; 
and by the terms of the proposition itself, it was 
withdrawn. ‘The only proposition, therefore, 


which was before the Secretary of State when this | 
contract was made, was that of Corcoran & Riggs, 


Howland & Aspinwall, and the Barings. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to make an inguiry? 

Mr. BAYLY. j 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. ALLen,] and all others, 
that I hope they will not interrupt me. I fear I 


shall not be able to conclude what [ have to say in | 


my hour, and I cannot be interrupted. 
Mr. ALLEN. I only desire the gentleman to 
allow me for but a moment. 


Mr.BAYLY. I cannot. I was proceeding to say | 


that the arrangement made by Mr. Webster was 
less advantageous to the contractors than the best 
one of Mr. Walker. Mr. Walker cot four and a 


half per cent. for the first installment, but at that | 


time the export duty in Mexico upon specie was 
ten per cent., while at the time of Mr. Webster’s 


arrangement it was but four and a half per cent., 
: 


as Duff Green states it, but five and a half per 
cent. as I believe the fact to be. Mr. Webster’s 
arrangement was better than that made by Mr. 
Letcher at three per cent. fora part, and three and 
a half per cent. for the remainder; and yet Mr. 
Letcher maintained that his was better than Mr. 
Walker’s. 

I come now to the proposition of Duff Green, 


which Mr. Webster would not entertain at all. | 
‘That proposition was to authorize the Mexican | 


Government to draw drafts upon our Government 
for the amount of the installments, and for them to 
allow us four and a half per cent., which was 


stated to be the Mexican export duty upon specie. 
Green and his associates, as they state, were to | 


receive three and a half per cent., which makes 
eight per cent. Now, I undertake to say, and to 


prove here, that that proposition was the worst for ! 
the Mexican Government, which was made. I 
i 5 











Jan. 21, 
awhile. Eight per cent. was to be paid bef : 
Mexico got a dollar. — 

Sut Green says in his memorial that Mexie 
would have made money by this arrangeme; e 
because exchange between the city of Mexico oad 
New York was from ten to fifteen per cent. |¢ is 
was ten per cent. they would gain two pe 
and if it was fifteen per cent. they would gain sever 
per cent. Now I have upon that point to say, that 
the man who says that the real exchange—| do 
not mean the nominal but the real exchange he. 
tween the city of Mexico and New York—is e 


Yr cent,, 


ither 


ten or fifteen per cent., propounds an absurdity 
and nothing else. Everybody who knows any. 


thing upon the subject of finance, knows that, in 
the absence of legal obstacles, the real exchanos 
between two places is no more than the cost of 
transporting the specie, including insurance, com. 
mission, and freight. 

Now, sir, what is tlie cost of transferring specie 
from Mexico to New York? There is the export 
duty of four and one half per cent., as Green states 
it. An eminent banker, formerly a member of this 
House from New Jersey, (Mr. Kine,] informed me 
that the cost of the transportation of specie from 
Mexico to New York is about one and a half per 
cent. Including the export duty of four and a 
half per cent., if such it be, the net exchange 
between New York and Mexico is six per cent,: 
and for the reasons I have stated, the man who says 
that a silver dollar is worth fifteen per cent. more 
in New York than it is in Mexico, propounds a 
simple absurdity. Now, sir, I know that in 
Mexico exchange on New York is quoted, when 
at par, at about fifteen per cent. And why? Be- 
cause London is the centre of the moneyed Opera- 
tions of the world, and all exchange is quoted with 
reference to the London standard. In New York 
the nominal exchange on London, when it is in 
fact at par, is quoted at nine and one quarter per 
cent. Why is this? It arises from the different 

| standards in the two countries. A pound is $4 44 
in London. It is $4 84 in the city of New York, 
making a difference of forty cents in the pound, 
which is nine and a quarter per cent. withina 
fraction. When, therefore, you say that ex- 
change between New York and Mexico is fif- 


|, teen per cent., it is composed of the per cent. 


I have referred to of the export duty and the 
cost of exporting specie, viz: the six per cent. 
added to the nine and a quarter, making about 
fifteen per cent.; but the idea that the same dol- 


| lar is worth fifteen per cent. more in New York 


‘I beg to say to the gentleman | 


than in Mexico, is, I say again, a simple absur- 
dity. 
Tien, sir, Mexico would have got but the six 
per cent. in reality. By Green’s arrangement she 
was to pay eight, and of course it was less advan- 
tageous to her than the proposition the Govern- 
ment adopted, which pays dollar for dollar in the 
city of Mexico. But, as I have heretofore shown, 
Mr. Green’s proposition was not only worse in a 
pecuniary point of view for Mexico, whose guar- 
| dian he would set himself up to be, but our Gov- 
ernment could not have agreed to it without the 
|) negotiation of a new treaty. His proposition pro- 
posed to change the place, the time, and mode of 
payment, and to take a less amount than the treaty 
| stipulated for. Now, it has been asked over and 
| over again—it was asked by my colleague yester- 
day—cannot the two Governments vary this’ 
| Certainly the two nations can; but they can only do 
it in the mode established by their Constitutions ; 
and as my time will not permit me to elaborate this 
‘| point, as I could desire, let me put a single illustra- 
'|,tion: Suppose by a treaty negotiated between the 
| United States and Mexico in the regular form by 
the two Governments, (I change the position of 
|, the two parties to make it more clear to the minds 
|| of members,) Mexico was bound to pay us, In the 
|| city of Washington, a given amount of money 
' upon a given day: could the President of the 
United States—could the Secretary of State—could 
any other power than that which made this con- 
tract, vary it as to the time and mode of payment, 
|| and the amount to be received? Could the Presi- 
| dent receive a less sum at a different place an 
time? Why, the very statement of the propest 
tion contains its refutation. Besides, sir, the 
mode of payment which Green proposed was the 
alternative mode contained in the treaty as nego- 
tiated, and by a solemn vote of the Senate was 
\| stricken out. The treaty, as sent to the Senate to 


shall come to its effect upon our Government after || be ratified, contained this provision: 
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‘Certificates in proper form for the said installments, 
tive ty, in such sums as shall be desired by the Mexi 
Government, and transferable by it, shall be delivered 
«aid Government. ”” 

The Senate struck the article out. 

\r. Buchanan, in his dispatch of 18th March, 

if. . ASC 

1242, to Messrs. Sevier and Clifford, says : 


resid 


« [tcannot be denied, that the twelfth article, as amended 
he the Senate, contains & positive and unconditional obliga- | 
‘on the part of the United States, to pay the Mexican 
Republic the sum of $12,000,000, in four annual install- 
mentsof 3,000,000 each, commencing one year atte: the 
sfeation of the treaty by the Mexican Government; 
hie or transferable certificates cannot, however, be 
that amOunt.”? 


ecyed for ! 


Now, sir, will anybody say that the Executive 
ne can authorize a mode of paying these install- 
opts, Which the Senate refused to consent to, and 
ctruck out of the treaty? 
Why, sir, the Mexican Government preferred 
wy have the whole indemnity of $15,000,000 paid 
wn; but our Government, speaking through its 
ystitated authority, would not agree to pay 
down, but agreed to pay it in installments, at 
stated periods. And the treaty-making power 
wing decided that we would not pay faster than 
nual installments, and upon the day named in 
e trealy, has the Executive alone power to say 
t we will anticipate this payment—that we will 
ce them faster than the treaty provides for? 
But, sir, to prejudice this case, these Greens 
ye gone on to show that the Barings have made 
enormous profits. Their first error is in their state- 
ment of the amount of the third and fourth install- 
ments. ‘They state that the third was $3,540,000, 
id the fourth $3,720,000, making the two to- 
cether, $7,200,000. Now it so happens that the 
third installment was $3,360,000, and the fourth 
63,180,000, making $6,540,000—a difference of 
«720,000. Here is a man who has been negotiating 
and writing about the payment for two years of a 
sum, the amount of which even he does not seem 
toknow. But $720,000 is less than a million, and 
Duff Green only deals in millions. I have already 
explained that the real exchange is about six per 
ent. The contractors pay us three and a half, 
and itleaves tothem twoanda half per cent., which 
* in Mexico is the‘usual percentage in similar trans- 
actions. Itis precisely the percentage which Mex- 
ico, in the treaty of February, 1843, agreed to pay 
our claimants under that treaty, and Mexico and | 
ur Government had fixed upon two and a half 
ercent. as the usual allowance in such cases. 
My own opinion was, at the last Congress, and so 
] expressed myself, that, in consequence of the 
rise in the value of silver, compared with gold, 
they would not make two and a half per cent.; 
and the result shows that they have not realized 
that much by exchange. But it is said that we | 
have enabled the Barings, by this arrangement, 
to shave the Mexican Government. How have 
we done it? It is said they are borrowing mo- 
ney of the Barings and pledging this indemnity. 
Suppose they are, it is their own act, for which 
we are not responsible. When the Barings go on 
the day of payment to demand of them a receipt, 
our treaty requires it shall be paid in gold and 
silver,and the contract our Government has made 
in pursuance of this treaty requires that it shall 
be made in gold and silver,) and they go to the 
Mexican Treasury with anything else—with theiz 
iotes or bonds—the Mexican Government have 
the power to refuse it, and the Barings will 
have forfeited the contract unless they pay in the 
funds stipulated in the treaty, or in something 
else equally acceptable to the Mexican Govern- 
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Executive to accept their terms? They had their 
Minister here. Does any one believe that if this 
was a bona fide transaction, that the Mexican 
Government ere that they could approach 
the American Administration under more favor- 
able circumstances through Green and his as- 
sociates, as their agents, than by their own ac- 
credited Minister? Why give them $210,000 to 
prevail upon the American Administration to 
accept their offer, when they had nothing to do but 
to request their own Minister to make the appli- 
cation to the American Government? 

Again, sir, Mr. Clayton had told the Greens, as 
his own letter published by themselves shows, 
that he could not negotiate with anybody in refer- 
ence to this matter, but the Mexican Minister. 
How does it occur, then, that this man is engaged, 
with the bonus of two hundred and ten thousand 
dollars, to get the American Government to accept 
an offer from the Mexican Government? But 
that is notall. Mr. Clayton had made—and to 
this I ask the especial attention of the House—to 
the Mexican Government a more advantageous 
proposition of the same kind, through their Min- 
ister, Which that Government rejected. Mr. Clay- 
ton, in his letter, says: 

“Sir: [ have this moment received your letter of the 
l4th instant, and, in reply to it, | have the honor to inform 
you that, some time in the latter partof last winter, or early 
in the spring, General Duff Green informed me that Mi 
Marks could effect an arrangement with the Mexican Gov 
ernment for the payment of the two last installments of the 
Mexican indemnity, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
reserving tothe United States a premium of four and a halt 
per cent., the money to be paid on dratts by the Mexican Gov 
ernmentupon our Treasury. L had, previously, endeavored 
to negotiate with the Mexican Minister at Washington for the 
payment of the second installment (for which an appropri 
ation had been made by Congress) upon this basis, my ob 
ject being to take the matter out of the hands of specula 
tors, by paying the money directly to the Government of 
Mexico. win offer through Mr. Rosa to the Mezican Gor 
ernment to pay té that installment, deducting the export 
duty (five and a half per cent,) on specie in Me 


>, was 
deciined hy that Government.”’ 


The Mexican Government declined it. They 
had but a short time before declined to deduct the 
export duty on specie. What was our Govern- 
ment to think, when they came forward shortly 
afterwards through agents and agreed not only 
to deduct the export duty, but to pay three and a 
half per cent. additional to these contractors? 
Mexico declined a more favorable proposition when 
officially and authoritatively made, and yet these 
veople come here and pretend to say that they 
had the authority of Mexico to propose a far less 
favorable arrangement. ‘They are not only to re- 
ceive three and a half per cent. more than the 
export duty, but a discount of the interest upon 
their drafts. Here is Marks’s letter: 


Mexico, July 13th, 1850. 

My DEAR GREEN, ( Washington city :) I have at last sue 
ceeded with the Mexican Government, and seeured the two 
installments due by the United States, aniounting to, with 
interest, 87,260,000. I inclose you copy of my proposal, 
which has been accepted, and the liquidation of the debt. 
The drafts of the Mexican Government against the Treas 
ury of the United States are forwarded this day to Don 
Luis de la Rosa, the Mexican Minister at Washington. 
You will call on him on receipt of this; obtain and have 
them accepted by our Government. On their being accept 
ed, you will pay into the Treasury of the United Statesgof 
the said drafts, $312.631 57-100, being at the rate of four 
and a half per cent. for difference of exchange, as agreed 
upon between your father and Mr. Clayton. You will see 
by this arrangement I have saved the United States over 
$70,000, as Mr. Letcher has invariably drawn for the in 
stallments already paid, at the rate of three and a half per 
cent. 

Itis very probable that the Mexican Government may not 
require any large sum of money for some time to come 
We can always obtain cash for the drafts accepted by the 


ment. It is not in their power to force anything |? United States, less the interest—six per cent. per annum— 


else upon them. As to the shaving, although the 
Barings are the agents to pay, the Government of 
the United States is the party to pay, and Mexico 
can hypothecate or mortgage this obligation of 
ours to pay to any other bankers. All this is an 
attempt to impose upon a House, a majority of 
Whose members may be supposed not to have 
turned their attention to the subject. 

_ Besides that, this proposition of the Greens was 
‘ess advantageous to the Mexican Government 
‘han any other. I say it came before the Executive 
with a dark suspicion upon it—a darkness which 
has increased from the hour it was made down to 
‘is very day; and this is a part of the argument 
to which I wish to ask the especial attention of 
the American Congress. Why did the Mexican 
Government agree to give Dut¥f Green and his 





‘associates three and a half per cent. to get our | 


which the Mexican Government allow tous. ‘Thus you see 
we make by the contract three and a half per cent.—say 
about $210,000; but out of this amount I will have to pay 
$70,000 here, which will leave $70,000 for each of us. 

It is of the highest importance that the drafts should be 
accepted forthwith by our Government. Should there be 
any great delay, the arrangement will fall through. 

I hope your father may be in Washington to assist you, 
as he had made all the necessary arrangements with Mr. 
Clayton and other members of the Cabinet for this busi- 
ness, and [ have staked iy reputation with this Govern 
ment on the result, and the drafts must be accepted. We 
ask nothing of our Government, noteven to advance a cent; 
on the contrary, we give them a posyive profit of $70,000. 
After the draits are aecepied, you will return them to M. 
Luis de la Rosa, less the amount to be paid to the United 
States, (say $312,631 57,) and wait further instructions 
from me. 

You will please answer this immediately on its receipt, 
directing care of Clason & Vies, New Orieans. to be for 
warded to me; and if possible send. a telegraphic dispatch 


to them before the 28th instant, to be transmitted to me, if 


| merely to say “ all is right,” 
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I shall remain here, unless something of moment takes 

place, until | hear from vou. 
l am, your sincere friend, J. D. MARKS. 

P. S. As we will not require any banker to advance, not 
ho one to asSist us, we cannot, of course, give any portion 
oft this contract, nor money to carry it through. 

W hy did Mexico refuse, through their own Min- 
ister, a more favorable proposition, and then offer 
to Green and his associates three and half per cent, 


to effect what they declined | now callattention 
to the letters he says he sent to the Se: retaries of 


State and ‘Treasury—imperial letters, such as no 
man but an Emperor would write, and none would 
expect to carry out who had n imperial 
treasury. He proposes to negotiate for the whole 
i. railroad 


of filling that va 


} 


valley of the Gila, and speaks of maki 
from there to the Pacific: 


vup 
with American settle rs: and, to facilitate him i 
this magnificent scheme of his in negotiating with 
] A . ‘ } 1 , 

the Mexican Government, he asks, modestly, that 
our Government shall intervene in Mexican party 
politics. Heasks our Executive to conciliate the 
powers that be n Mexico to aid his nerot ition ' 
‘ . | } 

Now, sir, | iave heard a creat deal bout inte 
vention of late—a great de as to the intervenin 


of our Government in the domestic policy of an 
other nation; but I had never expe cted they would 
be called upon t 
( PD iff G e 


Here is the letter: 


yintervene to advance a negotiation 


No. 1.—Mr. Gree » Mr. ¢ ton 
Was NaTon, March 12, 1850 
Hon. Joun M. Crayron, Secretar St 

Dear Str: Believing that t Gila route is better than 
anv other ' rarailroad connecting the Mis issippl with 
the Pacitic, J have en red the rvices ot agentieoman who 
has resided many years in Mexico, who has rendered im 
portant services to the Mexican Government, and has t 
confidence and good will of the Mexican authorities. He 
has-been to Mexico, and met me in New Orleans, here he 
awats lherinstructions 

He tells me that the Mexican Government is in great want. 
of money; that the agents of Santa Anna and other disa 
fected persons are plotting a revolution ; and that it is im 
portant that the present Government should be enabled to 
realize in anticipation the remaining installments vet to be 
paid under the treaty with Me . 

Herrera and his administration are our friends. Santa 
Anna is, and ever will be, our enemy lt Hlerrera’s 
ernment can be enahled to ne te the ist ients yet to 
f lee would give them the ’ id of nev, and thus 
stre 1 our frie i } ‘ é i fhem 
. s by dem ; San by j partisans of 
the fund wh rt they ald f is receive 1 they can 


subvert and seize the Government before those installinents 


aTe 

Under these circumstances, the Mexican Government de 
sire to hypothecate the remais g installments, and will be 
compelled to submit to great! , unless they can obtain 
from this Government acceptances on their bills, pa 


when an appropriation tor the payment of these installments 


shall be made by our Congre 
The gentleman who is charged with my negotiation is an 
American citizen, well know) 1 Mexico lie Is a mer 


J 
the installments yet to be paid, if you will a pt the bills 


of the Mexican Government, payable as stated; and b 


chant in good credit, and can raise the money to purchase 
‘ 


lieves that such arrangement reatly promote his ne 
tiations for a large g7 fof l is, including the valley of 
the Gila, and extending the whole length of the northern 
boundary of Mexico, with the right of occupation and of 
making a railroad 

If he can obtain such agrant, the road will soon be made, 
and the grant densely tnhabite in which case the Ameri 
can population on that line will give to the Mexican ample 
protection from the American Indians, and thus relieve the 
United States from a large expenditure now required by the 
Mexican treaty. By accepting the bills as proposed, you 
serve our friends, do much to prevent a revolution in Mex 
ico, which will bring our enemies into power, and secure 
to American citizens the profit f the negotiation, which 
must otherwise go to the agents of foreign bankers, who 


use their wealth to the prejudice of our people 

1 hope, my dear sir, that these considerations will induce 
you to authorize me to say to the person who is charge d 
with the negotiation, that you will accept the bills of the 
Mexican Government, as we desire, deducting from the 
payment the amount ot the export duty on bullion ! 

Yours truly, DUFF GREEN. 

Well, sir, as this doctrine of intervention 1s one 
that is occupying the attention of the American 
public very much, I wanted to see what answer 
o to that letter. W hen 
I inquired at the State Department, they told me 
that not only had no such letter been received, 
but that it was impossible it could have been; for 
there was no trace of it upon the files of the De- 
partment. I have the letter here from the Depart- 
ment showing that it was not received, and that 
it is not possible that it could have been received. 
It is in these words: 


our Secretary of Stats ray 


DeraRTMENT OF STATE, ? 

WasHineror, 17th Junuary, 1852. § 
Sir: I bave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of yesterday, inquiring if there isa letter on file 
in this Department under date the 12th of March, 1850, pur- 
4 porting to have been addressed by Duff Green, Eaq., toJobn 
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4 : ‘ 
M. Ciayton, 


to ir 


In reply, | have the honor 
a careful search to be 
reported to me, is, that no 
r ever has been on file in the Depart 
ystem io use here for the transaction of busi 

o well adapted for the security of the public 
lividuals, and imposes such checks and re 

ties Gpon persons emyloyed in the Department, 
be said to be impossible for any letter to have 
ved atthe Departinent without being found either 
file t which it belongs, without being usentioned in 
ter which is kept of all letter 
the Keeper of the Archives, with whom all 
lodged when answered. The fact, too, that there 
no draft or record in the Department of any reply 
it till more 


Seeretary of State. 
rin vou, that I have directed 
~ the re 


mii of whieh, a 


w « 


received, or tn the 

r of 
r mre 
to the 
ter to which you refer, renders it ertain that it 
id not have been received 


honor to be, sir, ty 


very lv, you 
ervant, DANIEL WEBS 
‘othe Hon. Tromas I. Bayty, 

House of Rep esentatives. 
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stating what is said to have occurred 1 
Seerctary of State and the memortalist, ia 
the M tn indemnity iastaliments yet du 
that ubsequently, 
‘Vr. Johneon, then Attorney Ge 
$h05 President with the payment of partofthe previon 
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ement with the Mexican Governimet 
reterred toina preceding part of the paper) it should 
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7 As ithias been fal rumored that the Mexi 
brogated the contract made with 
to submit to your committee that the 
trom Mexico are contained in the 
Manuel Payuo, Minister ot 
to Don Jose Antonio Luares, the confidential agent of 
M n Gore) now here waiting to rec 
wh accepted, to Mexico. The 
how that the Mexican Government, 
Mr. Marks’s contract, is very auxious 
carried into effect, and hopes that the draits for 
tallanent, at least, will be accepted. tn his 
vt letter of instructions to Mr. Luares, the Mexican Min 
ster of Finance, says: * The affair is very , and I 
re recommend to you the greatest prudence and 
-inee I donot wish that itshould be interpreted 
purpose Was) to oppose the operations of Mr. 
r, aud much less that there should be manifested 
tly or in any Way a mistrust, which does not exist. 
wish thatat should not be said, as it is said, that in 
| the Government are to receive tor themselves 
profits) of the indemnity; for besides that 
certain, itis an offence to the Government and 
the individuals who conipose it. I charge yon. there- 
fore, that giving to the aflair the aspect of good fuith and 
frenkness, which ithas and ought to have, you proceed 
ineverything with the greatest tact and discretion = 8's 
I recommend that you use all necessary cireumspection 
not to wound Mr. Webster, using for your 
fact that I 
went of 
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Mr. 


Covel has 
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uidance the 
have seen myself forced to negotiate with the 
the Barings for some advances on account of the 
mdewnayly 


W hat these asterisks cover I donotknow. From 
the character of what is disclosed we may con- 
jecture the character of that which it was thought 
necessary to conceal. Why all this mystery in so 
plain a transaction ? 7 ’ . 

Before leaving the memorial of the Greens to 
the President, I desire to call attention to the ques- 
tion of veracity which they say exists between 
Mr. Webster and myself. On ‘the 10th of Feb- 
ruary, 185], the Senate passed a resolution calling 


upon the President ** to communicate to the Sen- 
* ate, if compatible with the public interest, all the 
‘information communicated to him by the Mexican 
‘ Minister, M. De la Rosa, relative to the drafts 


‘ drawn by the Mexican Government on the Treas- 
‘ury of the United States, under the contract made 
by that Government with I. D. Marks, and the 
wishes of the Mexican Government in relation 
thereto. ”’ 
To this Mr. Webster replied, ‘* that there is no 
‘information of the character referred to im this 
Department, nor ts the Secretary of State aware 
that Mr. De la Rosa has at any time communi- 
‘cated to the President or to this Department any 
‘such information.’’ And to this letter of Mr. 
W ebster he annexes a letter of the Mexican Min- 
ister to him, covering four letters from the Mex- 
ican Government to their Minister. W ell, what 
didi say? Subsequently, on the 26th of February, 
in reply to Mr. Burt, | am reported to have said 
‘‘there has been a good deal of correspondence 
between the Mexican Minister, the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, and Mr. Webster.’’ Did Mr. Webster 
say that there had been no correspondence? In 
: to the Senate, he transmitted corre- 
spondence attached to it. 


‘ 


his messave 


is no issue between Mr. Webster and myself. 
lor the reasons I have given, the 
nicht 


the 


Sir, our Government has had s 


(sovernment 
never fora moment to have lent its ear to 
Greens. 
izht 
»y transactions with 
irresponsible persons. It will be 
1f our Minister in Mexico 
April and July installments 
of the indemuity due our citizens from Mexico, 
under the treaty of 1& l 


! 
13, had 
In money, W 


been paid to our 
and paid hich the Mexican 
Government had great difficulty in raising. After 
this dispatch came in, these claimants went to the 
Treasury to get their funds, but they were in- 
formed that nothing had been received. ‘The Mex- 
ican Government 
Our Minister said that it 
been paid in money. 
The following is t 
dispatch: 


ome dear-bor 
experience in conducting mone 
Nie xico thro: } 

recollected, that im I&4 
informed 


, : 
us that the 


agent, 


had our receipt for the money. 


} 
} 


had been paid, and had 


NT ay 


of Mr. Shannon 


’ 
8 


“The installments whi fel! due on the 36th of April 
and the 30th of July last, under the convention of the 30th 
of January, 1843, were paid to the agentof the Govern- 
ment apponited to receive and transmit the sane, on the 
27th ultrmo. | am inclined to believe this Government will 
hereatter be more prompt in meeting its engagements under 
the above-named treaty than it has beretofore been; and if 
it should turn out otherwise, it will be owing toa real in 
ability to: [am that it was with 
the utmost difficulty that this Government was able to raise 
the money to pay the two last Installments. ”’ 

That is what 

I have here also the official dispatch of the Sec- 


retary of State of Mexieo to Mr. Shannon: 


tise the means. advised 


Mr. Shannon says. 


it 


fTRANSLATION. ] 


Tohis Excellency Wilson Shann 
&c., of the United State 
NaTIONAL Panace, Mex 

"be undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations, has the 
honor of Dxecellency the Envoy Extraordi- 
nary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America, thaton the 27th of last August he was apprised 
by his Excellency the Minister of Finance, that the quar 
terly installment due on the 30th of April of this year, and 
that which fell due on the 30th July last, had been paid to 
the agent appointed by the Government of said States, ac 
cording to the terms of the Convention of January 30, 1843, 
aud that this notice had been delayed in consequence of the 
vast amount of business which engrossed the attention of 
that Department. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &e., &e. 

MANUEL CRESIENCIO REJON. 

In November, 1844, Mr. Shannon again ad- 
dressed his Government upon the subject of the 
payment of the Mexican installments. It is full 
of complaints of Mexico. In it he informs our 
Government that the October installment had not 
been paid, and he complains bitterly of it. Yet 
he says not a word about the July and April in- 
stallments, which he before had informed his 
Government had been paid. 

In consequence of the assurance that it had 
been paid, and paid in money, the American Con- 
gress passed the following provision: 

‘For paying the April and July installments of the 
Mexican indemnities, due in 1844, the sum of $275,000: 
Provided, It shall be ascertained to the satisfaction of the 
American Government that said installments have been 
paid by the Mexican Government to the agent appointed 
by the United States to. receive the same, in such manner 
as to discharge all claims on the Mexican Government, and 


| said agent to be a delinquent in remitting the money to the 
| United States.’ 


n. Envoy Extraordinary, 
} 


Se 1844. 


er 


, 
tember 2, 


ico, 


. } 1 
Intorming is f 


After the passage of the law to which I have 
referred, Mr. Polk, through Mr. Slidell and our 
Consul in Mexico, Mr. Black, instituted an in- 
quiry in Mexico to ascertain, if possible, whether 
the contingency provided for it had happened. 


It is thus evident there [ 


'& Co. 


paid. Al 

The appropriation was on the condition that the 
money had been received—that the Mexican Coy. 
ernment had been fully discharged, and that oy, 
agent was delinquent in sending the money to th. 
Treasury. Now, sir, who was that agent? | 
was Benj. E. Green, one of these memorinlist, 
Here is theauthority: On the 26th of April he wos 
appoiited by Mr. Tyler the agent to receive t} = 
April installment, and he imporwuned the Mexiran 
Government almost daily for the payment of it. 
front the time it became due to the 24th of July. 
In his letter of the 24th of July he protests in the 
strongest nranner against the failure of the Goy 
ernment of Mexieo to pay the April installmen 
From the 24th of July nothing is heard from him 
Why did his importunities cease from that day if 
the money had not been paid, as he says it was jot? 

It is true Green, by his power of attorney, was 
authorized to appoint a sub-agent. But he wag 
on the spot, and ought to have been advised wha: 
his sub-acent was doing. Besides, he had positive 
instructions from the Treasury Department. Here 
they are: 


Treasury DerarRTrMenrt, -fpril %, 1844, 
Sir: Jtis the wish and direction of this Departins ut thag 
any payment made you, under the convention with Mex 


may be transmitted hither under the arrangement made 
General Thompson with the house of Heargous, Brothers 
§ Co. Very respecttully, your ohedient servant, 

JNO. C. SPENCER, Sec rebary Treasury 

B.E. Green, Chargé d’Affaires of the U. S. 4. F 

Irom this instruction, it will be seen that it was 
contemplated by this Government that Green wag 
to receive the money, and the agency of Hargous 
vas to transmitit. But instead of that, he 
employed E. Voss to receive the money; and as 
it has turned out, I am told, greatly to our loss, 
that he employed him in his individual character, 
and the house of Hargous & Co. have refused to 
be bound for his acts. 

[ know that Judge Bibb, in January, 1845, 
stated that in the appointment of Green it was not 
designed to revoke the power before given to 
General Thompson. But we can judge of the 
intentions of the Government in 1844, as well as 
Judge Bibb, for we have their written instructions, 
which speak for themselves. Besides, this isa 
question of law, and not of intention; and surely 
no one will maintain that the power of attorney 
to Green was not a revocation of the prior one to 
Thompson, who had left the country. Green so 
understood it, for in his letter to the Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of the 18th of May, 1844, he re- 
gards it as necessary to inform him that Voss was 
empowered to receive the money. 

Green, in his letter to Mr. Calhoun of the 25th 
of January, 1845, says that the money never was 
aid except by orders upon an empty treasury. 
* other worés, it was not paid at all. But, 
Mr. Slidell shows that by the arrangement which 
was made with Tayleur, Jamison & Co., the 
Mexican drafts were to be drawn in their favor, 
and they were to provide for the installments in 
** effective money.’’ That is the terms of the ar- 
rangement which was acceded to by the Mexi- 
can Government on the 27th of August, the day 
they say the money was paid. The arrangement, 
apparently, was a very advantageous one to the 
house of Tayleur, Jamison & Co.,and was a hard 
one on Mexico. It gave them in drafts upwards 
of $100,000 more than they have to pay in * effec- 
tive money.” And it was with reference to it, I 
suppose, that Mr. Shannon spoke when he re- 


eferred to the difficulty Mexico had had in raising 


| 


the money. 

If, as Green says, his sub-attorney took drafts 
upon an empty Treasury, and gave a receipt in 
full without waiting to see whether they would 


_be paid or not, he violated the treaty. 


The treaty provided that the money should be 
paid in gold and silver; and was made so to avoid 
the danger of paper orders. The convention was 
first agreed upon for a payment in notes upon the 
American Treasury, and to pay down the whole 
indemnities at once. This article was changed by 
a subsequent convention from a paper payment to 
a hard-money payment, by a prompt payment ol 
the whole extended into five years’ quarterly 1- 
stallments in gold and silver. This was the con- 
vention; and after that, to take orders on the 
Treasury was illegal, and doing what the second 
convention was made to prevent. Green and his 
substitute had no more right to vary this treaty, 
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nan Mr. Webster has to depart from the letter and 


a ic of the present treaty, in the mode they ask 

| de not know whether the money was ever 
jd or not. Mr. Polk’s administration decided 

that it kad been paid, and that our agent was de- 

jinquent. Suppose it was not, still Beajamin E. 

Green is not relieved. ¢ 

Why did he not inform Mr. Shannon of this? 
Why did he permit him to send the information 
that it was paid, when he says that it was not 
aid? Mark you, that Green was the principal 
“vent and had preceded Shannon at that Court, 
.s chargé d’affaires. Shannon had just arrived, 
and had been aceredited but twenty days before. 
Green was his Secretary of Legation; and | have 
seen atthe Department the original of Shannon’s 
dispatch, saying that the installments had been 

id in money, and that there had been great dif- 
f uity in the raising of it; and that dispatch was 
‘nthe handwriting of Benj. E. Green. If, as he 
says, the money had not been paid, why did he 

+ set our Minister right, whose dispatch he 

copied, the contents of which he therefore must 
wwe known? 
Now, sir, I say, if the money had not been paid 
+ was Green’s duty so to have informed Mr. 
Shannon, and thus have prevented his being im- 
sed upon by the Mexican Government. Will 
Green say he did inform him of the character of 
he payment? This will not relieve him. For if 
hefound that Mr. Shannon was about to commu- 
nieate false information to our Government, in 
“espect Lo a matter in which he was theattorney, he 
ought to have remonstrated; and if that would 
have done no good, he ought to have apprised his 
Government of the true state of the case, even ifit 
were necessary for him to resign for that purpose. 

It may be asked, what motive had Mexico in 
wishing to deceive our Minister, and through him 
our Government? Mr. Green’s own letters ex- 
lain it. 

Mr. Calhoun had instructed Mr. Shannon, in 
the event that the April and July installments were 
still] unpaid, to ‘‘ address a note immediately to 
the propor officer of the Government, calling his 
prompt attention to the subject, and urging, in the 
most decided language, the necessity of a strict com- 
pliance with the stipulations of the treaty.’? In 
other words, to make a peremptory demand. It 
seems from Green’s letters that the Mexican Gov- 
ernment were apprised of this. In his letter to 
Mr. Bibb of the 18th of December, 1844, he says: 

“JT have reason to believe that the note of the Mexican 
Minister of Foreign Relations of the 2d of September, was 
wntten in consequence of an impression that the Mexican 
Government, by failing to pay the installment which fell due 
on the 30th ef April, had forfeited its right to pay by install- 
ments under the Convention of 1843, and that Mr. Shannon 
was going out with instructions to demand the whole amount 
of the indemnity under the Convention of 1843.°° 

In his letter to Mr. Calhoun of 16th May, 1844, 


he says: 


di 


“Sir: I have the honor to inform you that no money has 
yet been paid on account of the installments due on the 
Mth ultimo. I send you (Nos. | and 2) a note which I ad- 
dressed to the Minister of Foreign Relations upon the sub 
ject, and his reply, in which he promises it shall be paid on 
the 7th instant. Notwithstanding this, they still hold back, 
with their usual excuse, ‘to-morrow,’ expecting to heor 
from day to day of the annexation of Terus, which will 
offer an excuse for not paying at all.” 

The circumstances sustain these statements. 
Shannon arrived there, and on the 27th of August 
notified the Secretary of Foreign Relations that he 
was there, and asked when he should present his 
credentials. On that very day the Minister of 
Finance sent a dispatch to the Secretary of For- 
eign Relations saying that these installments had 
been paid. Mr. Shannon was received by the 
President on the Ist of September. On the 2d of 
September the Secretary of Foreign Relations in- 
formed him, in an official note, that they had been 
paid. Mr. Shannon is lulled, awd he does not make 
the demand he was instructed to make. Green 
says they wanted to stave off the payment as long 
as they could, in the momentary expectation that 
Texas would be annexed, and when she was, that 
they could get clear of paying altogether. They 
wanted to dally and dally and to take the chapter 
of accidents. The circumstances show that they 
did not wish to get into a rupture with the United 
States. There was an impression upon their part, 
as Green himself states, that he came there to make 
a peremptory demand. Heallowsthe Minister to 
be deluded, and, in consequence, fails to obey his 
instructions, by a compliance with which we would 
probably have obtained the money. ‘The agent of 
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the Government is his Secretary of Legation, and 
copies the dispatch in which he says it was paid. 
The American Government, under the supposition 
it had been paid, appropriated the money. Why 
all this? When he was cognizant of all the facts, 
why did he allow the Mexican Government to 
impose upon our Minister? Why, by imposing 
upon him, lull him into contentment, and prevent 
his making the demand which our Secretary of 
State had instructed him to make? Why play 
into their hands, and give them the coveted delay 

Do men betray such trusts—do men connive at 
such deception upon the Minister, whose Secretary 
he was, and upon the Government whose agent 
he was—do they practice this sort of wrong upon 
their own Government, and play into the hands 
of a foreign Government, merely trom a love of in- 
fidelity, without any other consideration than a 
love of infidelity? And these are the men who 
came before the American Government to attack 
the financial organs of the two Houses at the last 
Congress—the chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means ofthis. I amalawyer of some 
experience. Ata ve ry early period ‘of life, my 
State placed me upon the bench; and | have seen 
many a man consigned to the penitentiary upon 
slighter proof than establishes gross impropriety 

' ; 


{on Benjamin E. Green’s part hese are the 


men who, when their schemes are defeated by 


an American Cangre: :, come hers mahen and 
traduce men, against whose fair names calumny 


itself had never before w iisper daucht of SUSDI- 
cion. Why should I care about what they say? 
No one escapes them who is in the way of their 
nefarious schemes. What man who has ever en- 
joyed the confidence of the people, to any extent, 
has not by turns been blackened by the praises of 
Duff Green, and complimented by his abuse? 
He was by turns the eulogist and traducer of 
General Jackson—the eulogist and traducer of 
Henry Clay—lI will not say the eulogist and tra 
ducer of the humble individual who is now ad- 
dressing you, because | shall rat ssociate my 
name in company with those distinguished men. 
The abuse of Dul¥ Green resembles the dews of 
heaven in this, and in this alone, that it falls 
alike upon the just and unjust, and nourishes all 
upon whom it falls. His praises 
of Nessus, consume whom they cover 


, ike the shirt 
} Finding 
him the traducer of the best men of the country, 
I should feel flattered by being found in the same 
category, if it were not that | know, at the same 
time, there are none so high that he does not at- 
tempt to reach them with his malignant shafts, 
yet that there are none so low that he has to stoop 
to heap his calumnies upon them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of ‘Tennessee 
floor-—— 

Mr. GREY. Will the gentleman from Tennes- 
see yield me the floor for the purpose of making 
a personal explanation ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will yield the floor for a 
personal explanation, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. GREY. I desire to read to the House a 
letter from Duff Green, m explanation of the con- 
nection of his son with the payment of the install- 
ment due by Mexico to our citizens as indemnity 
under the treaty of 1844. It as follows: 

WASHINGTON, 0th January, 18? 

Dear Sir: The correspondent of the Baltimore Sun in 
sinuates that my son, Benjamin E. Green is interested in, 
or profited by, the default made by the agents of the United 
States to pay one of the installments due under the former 
treaty with Mexico; and for which they gave a receipt in 
1844. And I am toid by several persons, that itis the pur 
pose of Mr. Bayly to make that charge, by way of impeach 
ing the integrity of my son. 

The facts of thatcase, | believe, are as follows: 

Mexico, being indebted to certain citizens of the United 
States, agreed to pay ther in annual installments. General 
Thompson, who was then the Minister of the United States 
in Mexico, appointed Messrs. Hargous & Co. the agents for 
the United States, to receive the money and transmit it to 
the United States. When General Thompson left Mexico, 
my son was left in charge of the Legation, and, under in 
structions from Mr. Calhoun, then Secretary of State, con 
tinued Hargous & Co. as the agents for the United States. 

When the installment in question became due, the Govern 
ment of Mexico was in a state of revoluion, and not able to 
make payment. Shortly after Governor Shannon reached 
Mexico, as Minister, the Mexican Government tendered 
Messrs. Hargous & Co. a draft for the amount, which, after 
consultation with Mr. Shannon, they accepted and receipted 
for. It is alleged that the draft was not paid, and that, as 
Hargous & Co. did notin fact receive the mouey, they were 
not bound to pay it over to the United States. Whether 
they ever received the money or not, I do not know; but 

|} you will see that my son was in no way interested in the 
| payment, and that he had no control over it; beeause helore 
| the receipt was given, he had been superseded by Governor 
' Shannon. 
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ment. The Minister of Finance informed the 
Secretary of Foreign Affairs on the 27th of Au- 
gust, prior to Shannon’s presentation, that the 
money had been paid some time before, and that 
it was the pressure of business alone that had de- 
layed the announcement. 

‘Mr. GREY. Does the Mexican Government 
now contend that that draft was paid ? 

Mr. BAYLY. That isa very long matter. It 
has been investigated, however; and if I get time 
I will go into the whole matter. 

Benjamin E. Green’s power of attorney in this 
matter was not revoked by the arrival of Shan- 
non; and Shannon, in a letter to the commission, 
expressly states that he had nothing to do with 
it. J] have got all the facts here, and if 1 have an 
opportunity [ am prepared to bring the whole of 
them before the country. Ll had not time to do it 
lai my hour. ; 

Mr. GREY. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that Hargous & Co. said they had never 
receipted for this money ? 5 

Mr. BAYLY. They not only denied that they 
had received it, but they satisfied the Government 
that they had not done it; and four hundred thou- 
sand and odd dollars were allowed to them by the 
Mexican Commission here, without any reduc- 
tion of the $270,000, because the ¢ tovernment was 
satisfied that they had not received that money. 

Mr. GREY. If I am not greatly mistaken, 
the Mexican Government showed that they had a 
receipt from Hargous & Co, for the money. My 
understanding of the matter is, that Hargous & 
Co.,as the agents of this Government, gave a 
receipt to the Mexican Government for the money 
due, but that they had not received the money be- 
cause they gave the receipt for a draft which has 
never been paid, 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken. 
One ground upon which they claimed exemption 
was, that Mr. Voss, formerly a member of the 
house of Hargous & Co., was made the agent by 
Green, and that he gave the receipt in lis indi- 
vidual capacity. 

Mr. GREY. Then the fact is, that Hargous 
& Co. were the agents of this Government, but 
that their clerk, Mr. Voss, received this draft from 
the Mexican Government and receipted for it. 

Mr. BAYLY. Green employed Voss; Har- 
gous & Co. did not. 

Mr. GREY. Then, if that be the case, the 
Mexican Government have no right to say that 
they have paid the money, because they have 
no receipt for it from the agents of this Govern- 
ment, Hargous & Co. No one in Mexico had 
a right to give a receipt for that money, except 
Hargous & Co, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is my purpose to eonsume but a very small 
portion of the time of this committee in the inves- 
tigation of the subject now under consideration. 
Although I presume it is not strictly in order to 
discuss this subject legitimately before the com- 
mittee, yet I suppose it may be considered so. 
Nevertheless, I shall, to some extent, confine my 
remarks to the bill ander consideration. I confess 
that the scene we have just witnessed, and the one 
which was witnessed in this House on yesterday, 
are rather extraordinary ones. Now,T have said 
that I would have nothing to do with the contro- 
versy between the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bayty} and the Greens, or General Green and his 
son, and I intend to have nothing to do with it; 
but when we reflect for a moment; it will be ap- 
parent to some gentlemen upon this floor, and to 
others, when I refer to the discussion which took 
place during the last session, in relation to this 
matter, who it was that made the first assault, and 
who it was that dfaegzed General Green and his 
son info this discussion. It will be seen whether 
they thrust themselves before the House, or came 
voluntarily here as parties in this matter. When 
we go back to the discussion which took place 
during the last session of Congress upon the ques- 
tion of appropriating three millions of dollars, 
how does the matter stand? We find that be- 
cause these gentlemen tried to effect a nevotiation 
for the payment of that installment of the Mex- 
ican indemnity, they were denounced in this 
House. Now, does it come with a good grace— 


is it very becoming for a statesman, occupying the 
high position which the gentleman from Virginia 
{[Mr. Barty] occupies, to travel beyond the limits 
of this Hall, to take up an individual and drag | 
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him before this House for the purpose of denoun- 
cing him in terms the strongest which the English 
language is capable of furnishing? But, as I have 
said, it is not my purpose to meddle with this 
controversy between General Green and General 
Bayly. They may fight itout. On this occasion 
General Green, and his son especially, has been 
brought before this House, and charges have 
been preferred against him by the gentleman from 
Virginia. Then, at the conclusion of his speech, 
he informs the House and the country that he isa 
lawyer of some experience, that he has served as 
a judge, and that upon testimony weaker than 
that which he has adduced upon this occasion 
against Benjamin E. Green he would have sen- 
tenced a man to the penitentiary. Why, this 
would be a violation of one of the fundamental 
laws of this Government. An individual has a 
right to be heard by himself or by means of his 
counsel. He is entitled to have an impartial jury, 
and an impartial judge, to decide in his case. But 
upon this occasion the prosecutor, jury, judge, 
and all are imbodied in one person, and General 
Green and his son have been tried, convicted, 
and sentenced to the penitentiary by that person. 
Now, this is anti-American; it 1s directly at war 
with republican institutions, and in conflict with 
the fundamental law of the land. Sut for the 
purpose of making himself more clear, he holds 
up Green as a traducer and calumniator. That in 
times gone by he had even slandered and traduced 
General Jackson. Sir, I am well aware that I 
can say nothing to add to the fame of that illus- 
trious man—a renown that will stand so long asan 
American heart beats with one pulsation of patriot- 
ism. Itis not formeto pronounce a eulogy upon his 
name; but if we were to go back and hunt up all 
the individuals who had denounced the course of 
General Jackson and his principles during the last 
war, he would finda pretty large company to go with 
General Green in this respect. But why hold up 
General Jackson, who lives upon the pages of 
history with a fame above all other men—a fame 
that will outlive the assaults and shafts of calum- 
ny, from whatever quarter they may be sped— 
why then thrust forward Duff Green in this mat- 
ter, because he did not happen to agree with Gen- 
eral Jackson upon some questions? Has not the 
gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Bayty] said about 
as hard things of General Jackson on former oc- 
casions as Duff Green ever did ? 
that he has. 


It seems to me 
And I think the gentleman from 


Virginia is not the man to pronounce eulogies and | 


hold up General Jackson’s great character for the 
purpose of aiding him in his denunciations of 
others as the calumniators of General Jackson. 
Now, I repeat again, that, so far as this contro- 
versy is concerned, I intended to have little to do 
with it. But, as insignificant a man as Duff 
Green is, it seems that the gentleman from Vir- 
cinia has been a good deal roused by him. There 
is a good deal of the gentleman from Virginia, 
physically, and I will add mentally, too. His 
mental powers are enclosed in a good deal of 
flesh and blood, it is true; but we have upon this 
oceasion seen him physically and mentally roused 
to his utmost capacity. 
physically and mentally, poured out upon even so 
insignificant a character as Duff Green or Benja- 
min E. Green, as the case may be. But I think 
he has been roused upon this occasion to make a 


display, rather than to produce facts which can | 


make up any tangible argument against the Greens. 


However, this is a matter which he and General | 


Green may settle between themselves. One thing 
is certain, there is considerable discrepancy be- 
tween the facts he presents to the committee, in 
the bitter assault he has made upon this individual, 
which he has not been able to reconcile. There 
seems to be a tender point which the gentleman 


from Virginia evidently dislikes to touch upon, | 
and he therefore assails General Green upon an- | 


other pees thereby diverting the public attention 
from the point which is so tender to him. 
Mr. BAYLY, (interrupting.) 


me what that point is? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I inferred it from the gentle- 
man’s argument. 

Mr. BAYLY. But what is that point? 

Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming). If the gentleman 
will hear me till I have concluded my remarks, I 
shall come to it after a while. 


We have seen his wrath, | 


The gentleman | 
speaks of a point which is tender tome. Will the | 
gentleman from Tennessee be good enough to tell 


Jan. 21, 


Mr. Chairman, when we come to examine th, 
matter closely, what connection had Genera) ¢ Bees 
or Benjamin E. Green with this transaction > D 
they propose to make a contract with the Go 
ment? Notatall. Has the gentleman from 
ginia produced any proof that they did propo 
contract with this Government? Not a 

sut he has assumed that they proposed to be, 
tractors, when they did not. What, then, },. 
comes of his whole tirade ? What becomes of; 
long catalogue of epithets, which he has siehied 
forth against these men, because they dare ho d P 
correspondence with the Mexican minister, jy a 
lation to the best arrangement possible for 4), 
payment of this money? Why, is he for this; 
be held up before the American peopie, and dp. 
nounced by every opprobrious epithet which th, 
English language can supply? Is General Gre, 
a contractor, or has he proposed to become a ey. 
tractor? Not at all. Why, then, abuse hin: 
Why lug him into this discussion? Why hold 
him up before the country? Is it because the o; : 
tleman from Virginia wants to have the exis: 
arrangement carried into effect, no matter wha: 
the consequences may be? It seems to me tha 
this last is clearly the reason. And the gentlemay 
from Virginia assumes to himself the prerogative 
of instructing—not only of instructing, but abso. 
lutely of dictating what shall be done in relation to 
these installments, who shall pay them, and how 
they shall be paid. That gentleman made ay ay. 
gument a few days since in relation to this matter: 
and what wasit? He urged that this bill should by 
passed immediately, and passed in the shape in 
which itis; and why? He says that the time js 
drawing nigh when this money must be paid over 
to the Mexican Government. And the infere 
at least is, that unless the appropriation be mac 
immediately for paying that installment, the result 
will be a great loss to the Government. Why, 
sir, some twelve months ago the same argums 
was made in this Hall. But the gentleman at- 
tempts to prove that this is wholly an Executive 
transaction, and he makes an issue upon that point 
Now, let us examine this for a moment, and se 
how the matter stands. I offered an amendment, 
to convey my ideas of this thing, authorizing th: 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the money to the 
Mexican authorities; and did | thereby propose to 
take it away from the Executive power? If it be- 
longs to the Executive to conduct this transaction, 
does not the Secretary of the Treasury belong to 
the Executive Department as much as does th: 
Secretary of State? And if the money be paid by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, would it not be as 
much an Executive transaction as if paid by the 
Secretary of State? I think so. What is the ar 
gument of the gentleman from Virginia upon this 
subject? He says that during General Taylor's 
administration, a controversy arose between Sec- 
retary Clayton and Secretary Meredith, not as to 
who should handle the money, not as to who 
should pocket the profits to be made by the opera- 
tion, but as to who should escape the responsibility 
of directing the payment. Mr. Meredith did not 
want to be troubled with it—Secretary Clayton 
wanted to escape the responsibility—both wanted 
to get clear of it. But after the reorganization of 
the Cabinet, how did the matter stand then? Ws 
find after Mr. Webster had come in as Secretary of 
State, and Corwin as Secretary of the Treasury, 
the scramble in relation to this Mexican indemnity 
assumed a very different character. It was hot 
as to who should get clear of the responsibility, 
but who should make the payment, who should 
handle the cash, and who should pocket the pro- 
ceeds. I have been informed thata Cabinet meet- 


4 
Vern. 
Vir- 
8€ ty 


Word 


. . l 
| ing was held, and it was at length agreed that the 


Secretary of State was the most competent and 
suitable person, ayd because his position connect! d 
him more directly with the foreign relations of te 
country. What does this argument prove? It 
proves that with one Cabinet there was a dispute 
as to who should get clear of responsibility, and 
with another Cabinet as to who should take the 
responsibility and pocket the profits. What is tie 
conclusion to be drawn from this? Is not the 


_conclusion clear and irresistible to every sound, 
thinking man, that this House should hold the 
| 6 ‘ ° +s - oll 
pea of this nation, as well as originate &! 


ills creating revenue? Weare responsible directly 
to the people, and should not shrink from that re- 
sponsibility. We should come up and say, in the 
law, who shall transact the business connecte 
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with the payment of this money. Are we afraid 
+, doit? Ave weafraid to take the responsibility, 
we, the sworn Representatives of the people—the 
syardians of the public Treasury? Are we so 
fearful of responsibility that we cannot merely in- 
dicate, in the act under consid@ration, the individual 
who shall pay the money over? ; 

Mr. DUNCAN, (interrupting.) I rise to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman, if he will allow me. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to have his authority 
for stating that the Secretary of State, under Mr. 
Fillmore’s administration, contended for the priv- 
ileze of paying the money. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I did not sayso. I stated | 
that there was a contest as to who should escape 
the responsibility under the new Administration, 
and that there had been a Cabinet council, which 
determined who should have the privilege. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I understood the gentleman | 
to say that a Cabinet council settled this matter, 
ifter General Taylor’s death. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Under Mr. Fillmore’s ad- || 
ministration. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Well, I believe it was estab- 
lished, ina former discussion upon this floor, that 
it was settled by the Cabinet of General Taylor, 
before his decease. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Precisely. I thank you for 
the correction. It was, then, settled by Cabinet | 
council, and the succeeding Administration de- | 
termined to carry out the decision of the previous 
Administration. Well, then, my argument is this: 
Here was a conflict of opinion, and this House || 
ought to indicate in this act who shall pay over 
this money to the Mexican authorities. gut I 
propose to take another view of this subject. 

{Here a communication from the Senate was re- 
ceived by the hands of Asspury Dickins, Esq., 
their Secretary, announcing the passage of the 
House bills authorizing the payment of interest to 
the State of New Hampshire, and providing for 
the printing of additional copies of the Journal 
and Documents; also, returning a joint resolution 
of the House in regard to the assignment of land | 
warrants, with amendments thereto. | | 

Mr. JOHNSON, (resuming.) Mr. Chairman, || 
[had just concluded in stating views conclusive || 
why we should fix, in this act, the person who 
shall pay this money over; but there is another 
reason why we should do so. There is a power 
authorized, under the Constitution, of the United 
States, to make treaties, and in conformity with 
this power, in 1848, there was a treaty made with | 
the Mexican Government, and the twelfth article 
of that treaty provides that we shall pay to the 
Mexican authorities, at specified times, certain | 
amounts of money. Fifteen millions was the 
whole amount stipulated. A certain portion there- 
of was to be paid at the conclusion of the treaty, 
and the balance in annual installments at times 
fixed by the treaty. Now, this is the treaty, and 
we have agreed, so far as the treaty-making power 
is concerned, to pay money at certaintimes. What 
has the treaty-making power to do with it here? 
Is the treaty-making power conclusive and binding? 
I put this question to the House, and, humble as 
lam, tothe country. Suppose, in the exercise of 
this treaty-making power, great abuses were to 
grow out of it, that treaties were made, and money 
stipulated to be paid over, which was wrong, and || 
which would result in oppression and heavy taxa- || 
tion upon the people, so far as the payment of the | 
money was concerned, I ask this House and the || 
country, is there no conservative power; is there | 
no point at which the abuses of the treaty-making 
power may be resisted? 1 know that the Consti- | 
tution says that a treaty made in pursuance of the 
Constitution shall be the supreme law of the land; 
and it is conclusive, so far as the Judiciary is con- 
cerned. But how are the abuses of this power to be 
resisted? When a treaty provides that money shall 
be paid, I say that money cannot be paid until an 
appropriation is made by Congress. For the Con- 
stitution says expressly, that no money shall be | 
drawn from the Treasury, except in pursuance of | 
an appropriation made by law; and hence all || 
treaties providing for the payment of money, is || 
subjected to the appropriating power. Has not | 
this House—the Representatives of the people— 


the authority and power—and moreover, would it 
not be their sworn duty, if they believed that a 
treaty was wrong, that at was oppressive—to 
withhold the appropriation, and thereby defeat the | 


| fore the ‘installment is due. 
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compliance with, and the consummation of the 


| abuses of the treaty? Where is the check—where 
| the power to arrest the abuses of the treaty-making 
| power? 


It must exist somewhere; if not, every- 
thing, so far as this Government is concerned, can 
be absorbed and swallowed up by the improper 
and dangerous exercise of this treaty-making 
power. We find in 1820, that the great statesman 
from Kentucky, in the discussion of the Florida 
treaty, introduced a resolution, in which this doc- 
trine was boldly proclaimed; and he went so far 
as to say, that the treaty made at that period of 
time should be set aside, if Spain faltered in her 
course and refused todo us justice, and adopt the 
means necessary to maintain it. Well, some 
gentlemen may think this is a little foreign, and 


| has no direct bearing upon this subject; but 1 
| wish to show the application I intend to make of 
(it. Here isa treaty made, and money promised 


to be paid under it, at certain times, but subject to 


| the other provisions of the Constitution, and sub- 


ject to this conservative power. Then comes up 
another question. Here in the absence of law, in 
the absence of an appropriation of Congress, the 


| Secretary of State—(I mean before the appropria- 


tion is made)—before the treaty is consummated, 
takes it upon himself to make a contract with 
British and American bankers, to pay over money 
which has not been appropriated by the laws of 
the country, and then after the contract is made, 
after the agreement has been entered into that they 
are to give a certain per cent., before the money 
is appropriated, then what is the result pre- 
sented to the House? Itis this: The contract is 
made,and the gentlemen are ready to consummate 


| it—ready to pay over the money—and hence you 


are bound to appropriate it; and the Secretary of 


State comes here with all the influence he can | 


bring to bear upon this Hall, and says, Pass the 
bill; let us make the contract fourteen months be- 
Such was the case 
during the last Congress, to enable a set of bank- 
ers—of British bankers—to speculate upon this 
and the Mexican Government But pass the law, 
appropriate the money to enable a set of bankers 
to have three millions of dollars out of the Treas- 
ury to operate upon, fourteen months in advance. 
When we see how this thing is, Mr. Chairman— 
when we see the appliances that are brought to 


| bear—when we see this speculation in every phase 
| of the act—when we see some or all parties have 
| to be operated upon, it calls upon us to assert our 


prerogative, and say to you, Mr. Secretary of 
State, You shall not act in advance of appropria- 
tions by Congress, or assume to exercise qich a 
power. You shall not dictate to the Representa- 
tives of the people, as to who shall pay the money; 
but we will specify in our act who shall pay it. 
The argument is made by some that it is an 
Executive duty; and that the Executive should 
take the responsibility. Why, by saying in the 
law that this money shall be paid by the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury, does it change the responsi- 
| bility? 


Does it exclude them from responsibility ? 
Not at all. The res onsibility is precisely the 
same, for it is still wih the Executive branch of 
the Government. Should not we, in vindication 
of our position here as representatives, in view of 
all these facts—in view of the bargains and con- 


| tracts made with British and American bankers— 


and certain letters on top of that, sent in here, 
stating that time should not be consumed in 
‘*neediess discussion,’ —I say, ought not we to 
give this money a proper direction? It is true 
there is a great deal said here that does not amount 
to much. But here isa communication sent in by 
the President, and by his Secretary of State to 
him, and which receives their sanction and author- 
ity, in regard to the duties and delays of Congress. 
And who was it sent by? We find it is signed by 
Barings, Brothers & Co., by T. W. Ward, their 
attorney; Howland & Aspinwall, and Corcoran 
& Riggs, an association of banking companies, 
and banking offices. Now, what a position are 
we placed in before the country ? 
sritish bankers who have made a contract with 
the Secretary of State in advance of an appropri- 
ation by law; and because Congress is a little tardy 
in providing the appropriation, they send you in 
a lecture, to the effect that the passage of this bil! 
should not be impeded by useless and idle discus- 
sion. We want this three millions—we want the 
per cent.—we want the credit and character it ill 
give us. And hence we areasked to pass this bill 


Here is a set of 
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under the operation of the previous question. Let 
us say they may have the money, and do not talk 
about it, and give utterance to so much twaddle. 
Now, let us take another view of this bill. They 
say that the payment of this money is an Execu 
tive duty. How? Here is a treaty stipulating 
upon the part of this Government to pay so much, 


and at such a time: and here is a law appropria 
ting the amount of money stipulated to be paid. 
Now, it leaves it just there. Now, I suppose 
that the President, or some one of his Cabinet, 
must run about, and look through all the acts that 
this House has passed, when money has been ap- 
propriated, without saying who shall make the 
payment, Why, do we not see it is vague and 
indefinite? There isa provision in the Constitu- 
tion, that the President shall see that the laws be 
faithfully executed. How vague is that? Here 
is the law appropriating the money, and the gen 
eral provision in the Constitution, which states it 
to be the Executive duty to perambulate about, 
and to take up the loose acts of Congress that have 
passed, and see that they be faithfully executed 
Why not say m your law who shall make the 
mayment, under the supervision of the Presid 

Vould you thereby change the responsibility ? 
By this means, do you not make it direct; and is 
it not intelligent and proper so to do 


Ss ippose, 
for illustration, that Congress were to pass an act 
to-morrow, appropriating §20 000.000 for the pur- 
pose of erecting anew Capitol. That isa law, 
and under the Constitution the Executive is bound 
io see it faithfully executed. In the one case it is 
precisely as in the other. Would not thecountry 
say—would not intellicent, practical business men 
of the country say—define in your act who shall 
apply that money to the object indicated Does 
this change its character, admitting that it is the 
Executive duty? Does it not keep it still Execu- 
tive, and retain his re sponsibility to the Congress 
and the country? , 


‘To me it seems so most clearly. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Barty in- 
formed us in his speech that Mr. Walker received 
four percent. Now, so far as money transactions 
are concerned, I mean to speak irresyx clive of 
party. In the first instance, the gentleman from 
Virginia—and I do not mean anything personal 
in what I am about to say, but only wish to show 
the strange position that he assumes—strives to 
show that it would have been impolitic for the 
Government to have anything to do with General 
Green; and from his argument it would be inferred 
that he was a faithless, wild, and visionary man, 
and that Benjamin E. Green has been found de- 
faulting in transactions with the Mexican Gov- 
} 


ernment, depriving him and his father of all cre 
whatever. Thisis what he attemptstodo. How 
do the facts stand when the question is put direct 
to him? Does Mexico assume that the money has 
been paid over? There is 
no such assumption. 

Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman from Tennessee 
is entirely mistaken. Mr. Rejon, in his letter of 
the 2d of September, 1844, states that he was in- 
formed by the Minister of Finance, upon the 27th 
of August, that the money had been paid a long 
time prior to that, and excuses himself for not 
informing our Envoy sooner by stating that the 
notice had been delayed in consequence of the 
vast amount of business which had engrossed the 
I will give you the 


W hat is the response? 


attention of his Department. 
letter. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me see whether I under- 
stand the gentleman. Does not that grow out of 
this transaction, going upon the idea that drafts 
had been given with the view of payment? 

Mr. BAYLY. Ido not know anything 
that. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
paid by the Mexican Government? 

Mr. BAYLY. An agent had no right to re- 
ceive anvthing but gold and silver, for that was the 
stipulation in the treaty. Mr. Shannon had gone 
out there to enforce that treaty: and on the d ty 
after his arrival—the day that he was recognized— 


he was informed that the payment had been made, 


about 


Has the money ever been 


and made in money, to raise which the Govern- 
ment had experienced creatdificulty. Mr. Shan- 
non sent that information to our Government, and, 
assuming it to be true, we made the appropriation 
to pay the individual claimants 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, then 
it all resolves itself into this: that it was paid by a 


draft, when the law required that it should be paid 


ore rere 
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in silver. This was a departure common in mat- 
ters of that character. He—the agent—agreed to 
receive in payment this draft. When the draft fell 
due, the Mexican Government failed to meet it; 
and all that we can Make out of the Green transac- 
tion is, that he has transcended his authority to 
some extent in receiving a draft instead of money. 
Dut does that prove that he has one dollar of the 
money in hus pocket f 

Mr. BAYLY. It was said that the money had 
been raid. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. that upon the record— 
that money had been paid to and received by the 
proper authority of the United States? If the facts 
ure that way, | should like to know it. 

Mr. BAYLY. I will show them to the gentle- 
man, if he desires it. 


Is 


1 have the official report of 
the Mexican Secretary of Foreign Aflairs, and also 
the message of Mr. Shannon to this Government, 
based upon it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Was the money paid before 
or after Mr. Shannon’s arrival there? 

Mr. BAYLY. Before; and if 
will allow me, L will read the following paragraph 
from Mr. Shannon’s official dispatch of the 21st 
of that the installments 
ferred to had been paid to the United States agent 
in Mexico on the 27th day of August: 

‘The tustallments which fell due on the 3 April and 
the 30th of July last, under the convention of the 30th of 
January, [843, were paid to the agent of the Government 
appointed to and tranemit the the 27th 


1 } 
the gentieman 


September, to show re- 


Oth of 


receive same, On 


ultimo. Tam inclined to believe this Government will here 
ter be more prompt in meeting its engagements under the 
above named treaty than it has heretolore been ; and if it 
iid turn out otherwise, it will be owing to a real inabil 
ily to raise the means. I am edvised that it was with the 
utmost ditheulty that this Government was able to raise the 
money to pay the two last installments.” 
r 
hat is what Mr. Shannon says. 
| have here also the oth ial dispatch of the Sec- 
retary of State of Mexico to Mr. Shannon. It 
} -! oo creant! ‘ oll lore 
is very short, and if the gentleman will indulge 
- 1 
me, I will read it: 
[TRANSLATION. ] 
Jo his Errel ency Wilson Shannon, En OV Extraord rary, 
¥c., of the United Stutes of 2inevica. 
NATIONAL PaLacer, Mexico, Septe mber 2, 1844. 
The undersigned, Minister of Foreign Relations, has the 
honor ot informing his Excellency the Envoy Extraordinary 


and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
ica, tiaton the 


bexcell 


Amer 
7th of last August he was apprised by his 
ythe Minister of Finanee, that the quarterly in 
stuliment due on the 80th of April of this year, and that which 
fell due on the 20th July last, had been paid to the agent ap 
pointed by the Government of said States, according to the 
Convention of January 


terms ofthe Ju, is43. and that this 
notice had been delayed in consequence of the vast amount 
of business Which engrossed the attention of that Depart 
ment 


The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, &e 
MANUEL CRESIENCIO 


r. JOHNSON. He says, according to 
terms of the convention. 


» &C. 
REJON, 
VI the 
I understand the gentle- 
say thathe was bound to receive the mon®y 
in eold and silver, and to state that in its stead he 
had received a draft which was in violation of his 
du 


nian to 


Mr. BAYLY. TI said no such thine. Mr. 
Shannon states in his dispatch that it was paid in 
yoney, to raise Which there was creat difficulty. 
It wus paid befo 
Mr. 


Mr. Shannon arrived there. 
Green copied that dispatch, for it is in his 
own handwriting. Mr. Green was the agent, and 
vir. Shannon never was. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
man to : 
mouev, received a draft? for that is the point. 

Mr. BAYLY. These documents do not show 
it. Inthe investigation which was instituted to 
see whether reclamation could not be made, the 
Mexican Government said they had given him 
drafts, but then Shannon says that it was paid in 
mone Vy. 

Mr. JOMUNSON. Mr. Shannon speaks accord- 
ing to the terms of the convention. 

Mr. BAYLY. You are mistaken; that is what 
the Mexican Minister Says. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Itisnot material. There is 
ageneral jumble, great intricacy in this matter, that 
I will let the gentlemen straighten out to their own 
fancy. Ithink that when the whole subject is 
boiled down; that when we get to what it really 
is, we will find that Mr. Green received a draft 
from the Mexican Government: and so the gen- 
leman charges him with traveling outside of his 
duty in 1 


Do [ understand the centle- 


say Mr. Green, instead of receiving the 
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eceiving it; and that the Mexican Goy- |) 









ernment failed to raise one dollar to pay the draft. 
‘That is about the whole transaction. 

Mr. BAYLY. Some of these drafts 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman will waita 
moment—— 

Mr. BAYLY. 
to be corrected. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is one thing | do not 
understand with all this explanation, which may 
be, perhaps, in consequence of the dullness of my 
intellect, and the great glare of the gentleman’s, 
which Do I understand that the 
Mexican Government as assuming that the money 
was paid to Mr. Green, and received by him as 
the American agent? 

Mr. BAYLY. If the gentleman 
me—_— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson| has expired. 

Mr. ORR. I noticed the watch when the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee commenced his remarks. 
It lacked twenty-five minutes of one o’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is mistaken. It was about two minutes 
two when he commenced. The gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee yielded the floor to the gentleman 

Kentucky, | Mr. GRAY >] and also to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayty.] The gentle- 
man inguired whether it would be taken out of his 
time. ' assured him that it would. 

Mr. ORR. It was the time at which the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee commenced speaking to 
which I alluded. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will 


Lhat 





1 suppose the gentleman desires 


benights mine. 


} " . 
will allow 


after 


from 


he Chair 


state to the Chair, 


when 1 asked the question, Il understood the 
response to be, that it would not come out of my 
tyne. a 


The CHAIRMAN. When the gentleman from 
Te inessee Mr. inquiry, 


Jounson| made the 


W hether it would come out of his time? a good 
many members in the Hall said ** No! no!’’ 
After the gentleman from Kentu ky Mr. Grey] 
and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 


had finished, he proceeded with his remarks, and 
his time would have expired at about two min- 
afier three o’clock; but there was an inter- 
ruption of some three minutes in the reception of 
a message from the Senate, for which credit was 
The in giving 
credit, and a gentleman, when his hour has com- 
menced, cannot yield the floor for personal ex- 
pl ination or otherwise, in committee, in the opim- 
ion of the Chair, except by consent, 
iles in committee cannot be suspended. 

If Liye re be 


OLIVen, Chair has no discretion 


unanimous 
as the ru 
no objection, the gentleman can pro- 

ceed, 
Mr. BAYLY. I hope 
tion to my replying. 
iat ‘a No 193 


there will be no objec- 


eee) 


CN 
es oe 


| Crie 

Mr. JOHNSON, by unanimous response, was 
permitted to proceed. 

Mr. Chairman, | was about to conclude, and 
try to make my escape from this general entangle- 
mentin which this transaction seems to be in- 
volved. As far as that is concerned, it is wholly 
immaterial—if the facts are as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayty}|—whether this 
money has been paid and received by the agent of 
the United States, and he is proved to be a de- 
fuulter, or whether he has embezzled it. If either, 
I want to know why the preper steps have not 
been taken to bring him to justice. I say the 
action of the Government, and the history of this 
whole transaction, prove that it is just as I have 
stated, 

There was a draft received, and the draft has 
never been paid. ‘That is about the whole of it, 
when it is reduced to what it really is. I care 
nothing ahout that. The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Bayty] says that Mr. Walker obtained four 
per cent. in the transaction, in paying ever this 
Mexican indemnity. He informs us in the speech 
he made the other day, that this arrangement 
made with Corcoran & Riggs, Baring & Brothers, 
to pay three-and-a-half per cent. for the use of the 
money fourteen months, was as good an arrange- 
ment as the one made by Mr. Walker. This is 
what he asserted the other day, and here it is in 
his printed speech. I assume that such is the 
fact. When we were called upon to pass the law 
fourteen months in advance, was it not under- 
stood that the money was to be taken out of the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. BAYLY. 


No—far from it. The very 


BE. 








Jan. 21, 
| reverse was understood, and not a dollar yw; ; 
| be taken from the Treasury. — 
Mr. JOHNSON. If the law had passed 
Congress, would not the money have been the;,t,,. 
appropriated, and was it not in the dis: retion or 
the Secretary of the Treasury to give his q, = 
covering the amount of the appropriation when he 
saw proper? Why, what is the reason and jp. 
ducement for engaging in the transaction? |, } 
not because they can get the use of the capita _ 
it not because they can get the use of the ered, 
which this large amount of money would ate 
them? What did they agree to pay three-and 


; a : 2 i and-a. 
half per cent. for? Was it not for the use of ; 


last 


IIs 


capital—for the benefit of the credit and the sen 
cent. to be realized by the use of it? Ifthe money 
was not to be taken out of the Treasury—if tj, 
money was not to be paid over until it fell dye 


why pass the law fourteen months in advanee> 
It seems to me to be the height of folly to place 
at the discretion of the Secretary of State three or 
four millions of dollars. Was there no danger; 
be apprehended from this? What did we see the 
other day? We saw a liberal distribution of 
money among the soldiery of France, and we say 
the highest officer of government dissolving the 
House of Representatives publicly. The maxim 
is true, ‘*Give me the money and I can cet the 
men—give the men and I can get the money.” 
Weare told thatif you pass a law fourteen months 
in advance, placing some three or four millions 
of money in the hands of individuals, the money 
would be secure—and that good security could 
be given. If the money was not to be taken out 
of the ‘Treasury—if it could not be paid over— 
what security had they? ‘The money was the 
best security they could have, locked up in the 
l'reasury—the best place in which it could 
kept. No, it was all speculation. I infer it from 
the transaction; | infer it from the business habits 
of the men—from the money transactions of t 
world. It was to make money—to pocket the per 
cent.; and who was to get itI do not pretend to 
say. I have heard one thing; I know that rumor 
says that a former Secretary of the Treasury 
made money. { do not pretend to say how mu h, 
or how litte. And while they talk about Duff 
Green’s insolvency, who never had or proposed 
to make a bargain with the Government, they 
never talk about his being a visionary... I expect 
that perhaps General Green has been unfortunat: 
in money matters, and has not been successful 
since he expended a large estate. But if I am 
credibly informed, others have been unfortunate 
in times gone by, and some of these bankers 
came well nigh it, if they had not taken the bene- 
fit of the insolvent law; but they have been since 
successful and prosperous in business. They had 
the funds of the Government to pay out in Mr. 
Walker’s administration, and the opportunity of 
purchasing a large amount of stock. Somehow 
or other, they got very rich, as events prove— 
Walker in the bargain, as I am credibly informed. 
Rumor now says that he has amassed a very 
large fortune. ‘This is all predicated upon rumor; 
but I think it is reasonable to infer that Mr. Web- 
ster would like to realize a little percentage in this 
way. If rumor be true—as we go into things of 
this sort—I never understood that Mr. Webster 
had acquired a character for much more prudence 
and economy in the management of financial af- 
fairs than a great many other men, Ido not ihink 
he has an extensive reputation for matters of this 
kind. I think, if rumor is to be taken as true 
evidence, that Mr. Webster has been about as 
loose, prodigal and extravagant, in the manage- 
ment of his own financial atfairs, as much so as 
men generally are. 

I am for the insertion of the amendment to this 
bill. Isay, we are not called upon to violate a 
great principle, to appropriate money for a con- 
tract made in advance, which is not fully complied 
with. A treaty cannot be complied with, and 
money cannot be paid until the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall make appropriation by law; and 
we ought to teach Mr. Webster, and all those con- 
federated with him, that they cannot go in advance 
of your authority. We ought to teach him, that 
he shall not tamper with the Treasury of the na- 
tion. Are we to sit here as puppets, who are to 
speak and vote just as somebody puts the speech 
in our mouths, or asks us to vote? While this 
bill is under consideration, you find this and the 
other individual dropping soft words in our ears, 
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re precise point to semeutie exact aan 
to make. All that kind of thing is in the 
: of members, and is all innocent and harmless, 
they get what they want. All this has 
duens Then say these insolent bankers 
keeping their circulars before you, You 
. impede the passage of this bill by end- 
ligeussion; you who are talking about the 
2 3 money, away with your idle gabble— 
‘ittle-tattle—your fiddle- faddie—here stop and 
mouths. 
timble as I am, I will resist all this influence; 
as | am concerned, and in behalf of my 
rents, | say it is an encroachment upon 
ity and prerogative of the representatives 
free people. W higs and Democrats should, 
wig transaction, prescribe by law—not shrink 
responsibility—and say who shall pay this 
. y over; and ‘then hold them responsible for 
hful discharge of their duty. From the 


ill 


ent interruptions since this discussion took 


i 


. eo far as L am concerned, I have been di- 
; n fact from the regular points I intended to 
If 1 had been permitted to go on without 
tion, | should not have consumed more 
» thirty minutes. But I must allude to one 
» matter before I sit down. When we come 
k at this transaction—when we come to look 
woceedings of the Secretary of State here- 
.-when we connect it with the reasonable 
eof speculation—I say it behooves us, as 
sentatives and faithful guardians of the 
nterests, to define clearly in our laws the 
juals who shall pay this money over to the 
un Government. To insert this amendment, 
this matter in the hands of large specu- 
ooks to me like being dragooned and 
ed into measures. I say, fix it upon the 
sury of the United States. But the gentleman 
“that this officer has nothing to do with 
fairs. Is he not, in fact, an officer more 
y and directly connected with the mone v 
ions relating to foreign governments, than 
Seeretary of State? 
is there any man here who doubts the eapabil- 
he Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate 
ve this money paid over upon as good 
sthe Secretary of State could do it?) Mr. 
Walker made arré ungements for the payment of 
stallments of this indemnity, and will anv- 
vy that it was not as well done as if it had 
by the Secretary of State? or that the 
ecretary of the Tre: sury cannot do it as 
well? tan that out of respect to ourselves, to 
Osition, and to our constituents, we ought to 
this matter out of the hands of an individual 
has assumed the high prerogative of making 
mtract for the payment of this money before 
e bill is passed appropriating it. 
[here are many other things which I desired 
say, but as my time has nearly expired, | will 
mve way to some other gentleman. 
Mr. EDGERTON next obtained the floor, but 
j led it to 
Mr. SWEETSER, who moved that the com- 
ee rise. 
é question was put and agreed to. 
The commitee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
g resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
\es] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
he state of the Union had had under consider- 
the state of the Union generally, and partic- 
y House bill No. 46, providing for carrying 
execution in further part the twelfth article 
é treaty concluded with Mexico at Guada- 
Hidalgo, but had come to no conclusion 
ereon, 
Un motion by Mr. GROW, 


_ Urdered, That the petition and papers of James F. Green 
* withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
he Committe on Invalid Pensions. 


eee OF DEBATE ON THE INDEMNITY BILL. 


- HOUSTON. I desire that the House 
| fix some time for closing the debate in Com- 
‘ee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
¢ Mexican inde emnity bill, and with that view I 
t the following resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk *s desk: 

The resolution was read as follows: 


ne ‘olved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
‘ase on the state of the Union on bill No. 46, providing 
“trying into execution, in farther part, the twelfth arti- 


‘your 


1 
i 


dai ithe treaty concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe Hi- 
Gaigs. « 
» Shall cease at ——o’clock, on ——~, if the committee 


| shall not sooner come toa conclusion on the same, and the 
|} committee shall then proceed to vote on such amendments 


as may be pending or offered to the same, and shall then re 
portit tothe House with such amendments as may be agreed 
to by the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will move to fill the blanks 
in that resolution by inserting three o'clock to- 
morrow afternoon. 


Mr DUNHAM. 


And I move to insert one 


o’clock to-morrow. 


Many Memspers. ‘Oh no, that’s too soon.’’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe Il am entitled to the 
floor. I will move the previous question on that 
resolution; but at the same time, I do not mean to 
press it to a vote this evening. I merely desire 
that members shall come here to-morrow morning 
prepared to fix atime at which the debate shall 
close. I wish it to close as early as convenient; 
but it is not my purpose to shut out any reason- 
able amount of debate. I now move that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, at twelve o’clock. 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. SMART: The petition of William Brewster and 
others, for a light house on Jameson’s Point, in the State of 
Maine. 

Also, the petition of John A. Brewster and others, for a 
light house on Jameson’s Point, in the State of Maine 

ty Mr. BISSELL: The memorial of James L. Collins, 
praying relief for losses sustained while in the service ot 
the United States in the war with Mexico, &« 

Also, the memorial of John Reynolds and others, citizens 
of Illinois, praying for the right of way and a grantof land, 
in aid of the construction of arailroad from Shawneetown, 
via Belleville, to a pointon the Mississippi river opposite 
St. Louis. 

By Mr. MeNAIR: The proceedings of a meeting held at 
Norristown, Montgomery county, Pennsylvania, in favor of 
an increased duty on iron 

By Mr. SCHOONMAKER: The petition of t heassistant 
marshals of Ulster county, New York, for an increase ot 
compensation for taking the late Census. 

Also, the petition of William Sterry, for an invalid pen- 
sion. 

Also, the application of Joseph Martin, for a pension. 

Also, the petition.of Frederick Steele, first heutenant, 
captain by brevet, second infantry, United States Army, for 
relief. 

By Mr. BRECKENRIDGE: The petition of Benjamin 
J. Bronham, praying for a pension. 

$y Mr. MILLSON: The petition of Commander John 
L. Saunders, United States Navy, asking to be reimbursed 
for certain expenses incurred while in command of the Uni 
ted States ship St. Mary’s. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 22, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
PETITIONS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a report and reso- 


| lutions, adopted by the New Orleans Chamber of 


Commerce, relative to the causes of the explo- 
sion of steam boilers, and the means of their pre- 
vention; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DA VIS presented the memorial of Wil 
liam H. Bartoll, and citizens of Marblehead, 
Massachusetts, representing that the sea-wall 

| the southwest part of Marblehead Harbor, which 
| prevents the waters of Boston Bay from encroach- 
| ing on said harbor, is ina very dilapide seed condi- 
| tion, and praying an ay ppropri: ation for repairs of 
said wall; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 
| Mr. MORTON presented the petition of George 
| Jennings, William T. Jennings, and George S. 
| Jennings, praying that Thomas D. Jennings may 
| be allowed to enter a certain tract of land settled 
| by his father; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, the petition of William B. Davis, pray- 
' ing for remuneration for losses at Indian river, 
| Florida, during the Indian disturbances i in 1849; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
| Mr. MORTON. Talso beg leave to present the 
| petition of John F. Myrick and the assistant 
| marshals of the northern district of Florida, ask- 
ing additional compensation for their services in 
taking the Seventh Census in Jackson and Cal- 


| houn counties. [t appears, from the number of 


| memorials which have been presented to the Sen- 
| ate from marshals and assistant marshals, from 
| all portions of the country, that the square-root 
system of estimating the mileage of the marshals, 
| introduced into the census act on the motion of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 345 





the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unpesawoon,}] 
operates badly; .or, at least, that these otiicers 
have forgotien their mathematics and do not ua- 
derstand how to work it out properly. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to state that that 
mathematical rule, which was incerporated into 
the census act at the last Congress, has worked 


more admirably than any rule which has ever 
applied by Congress. It has prevented every- 
thing like fraud and cheatery. You have pre- 


scribed a rule by which, when these officers have 


reported the number of families which they have 
enumerated, you can prevent everything Ke n 
exorbitant demand for mileage with mathematical 
certainty. he ict of PRU, providing tor the 


taking of the census, actually allows more tor 
t} 


he enumeration than any prior act of Congress. 
This dissatisfaction has resulted from the appli 
cation of the mathematical principle to which the 
honorable Senator has referred, to prevent the 


eXtraordinary charges for mileage which have 
been heretofore made by the census marshals. 
ry 1 ¥- 

Che rule works admirably. 


Mr. MORTON. 


I would say, in reply to the 


remarks of the Senator from NKentue ky , that the 
rule may work admirably for the Government, 
but very badly for the marshal One of the 
marshals for Florida, as he represents in his 
memorial, traveled upwardsof one thonsand four 
hundred miles, was laboriously and assiduously 
engaged for three months, and that the amountof 
compensation which he received was a hundred 
and odd dollars This rule may w k admirably 
tor the Government and for the ene! of the 
Treasury, but certainly it does not afford ‘ 
marshais a proper « npensation. It reminds 
me of one of AZsop’s fables in relation to the ys 
who were throwime stones at the frogs: it was 
é poy ine tt » the boy = ut de nto fré . So 
this 4 ile, in its operation, may work advanta 
reously to the Government, but it has certa y 
yperated disadvantageously to thi mat ue, 
The laborer is worthy of his reward it ese 
officers have not received proper ce Ipensalloi for 
heir laborious services. 

The petition was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. SMITH presented the petition of the chil- 
dren and heirs of John a ng,a surzeon’s mate 
ee eee war, vil ompensation fos 
his services; which ons’ pallial to the Committee 


Revolution iry Clams. 
Mr. FOOT presented resolutions passed by the 


Legislature of Florida, in favor of a distribution 
. the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
J il ted States among the States: which was re- 
anes to the Committee on the Jud ry 

Also, a resolu ion pa ed by the Legislature of 
Vermont, in favor of a grant of publi land for 
the endowment of hospitals for the 1 diss it in- 
sane; which was ref rred to the Committee on 


Public L. ds 
Ub 

Mr. U NDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
a memorial of sixteen printed pages—it is from 
H. C. A le ! sworth, of Kent } y The ove t of 
the memorial will be fully « X pian ed by the read- 
ing of a single paragraph: 

S S S ‘ 

‘Your memoriali-t further represents, that the award in 
his favor by the American Commissioners, under the 
convention of 18239, computed up to the close of the Inst 


board. amounted to #2.446 38 For thatamount he claimed 
an award from the last board, which, however, acbhitarily 
reduced his claim to 8650, making a difference of 1,796.’ 


Lle asks Congress to pay him this amount, be- 
cause the last board on Mexican claims he allezes 
did not do him justice. 
have been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I ask that this may take the same di- 
rection. 


I believe these memorials 


The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
ilso the memorial of John B. Amos. TI e& netll- 
tioner represents that he contracted earry the 
mail from Bowling Green to Glaagow, in the State 
of Kentucky; that this line was to connect to- 
gether the alternate lines from Louisville to Nash- 
ville, one passing through Bowling Green and the 
other through Glascow, by means of which con- 
nection “ people in the western part of Ken- 
tucky had a daily communication with Louisville. 
After he made this contract, he complains that the 
Government contracted for a direct daily line from 
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3owling Green to Louisville, which deprived him 
of passengers on bis cross-connecting line. He 
has taken testimony and got certificates to show 
that he has lost a large quantity of money by this 
arrangement made by the Government. When | 
this arrangement was first made he says that he 
applied to the Postmaster General for additional 
compensation, but the Postmaster General refused 
to give itto him. He then applied to be released 
from the conmtract. That also was refused. He 
therefore claims that the Government violated its | 
contract, and he asks Congress to grant him relief. 

I move to refer the memorial to the Committee on | 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FLOGGING IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there lies upon 
your table a petition relating to corporal punish- 
ment in the Navy, which was presented some 
time ago, and was, on my motion, postponed until 
I was desirous of saying something in 
relation to it, and I am as ready to say it now as 
at any future time. But it has been suggested to 
me by several Senators that they desire to speak 
upon it, and that it would therefore be better to | 
have it taken up now and assigned a special day 
for its consideration. [ move that the memorial | 
be taken up for the purpose of having a day fixed 
for its consideration. 

The motion to take up the memorial was agreed 
to. 

Mr. HALE. I now move that the further con- 
sideration of the memorial be postponed to this 
day week, and that it be made the special order | 
for that day, when I hope we shall finish it. 

Mr. GWIN. The Committee on Naval Affairs | 
are suspended in their action on this very question, 
If the 
Senator from New Hampshire who has the floor, 
and the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srock- 
Ton,] who wishes to obtain the floor, will permit 
the memorial to referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, we will very soon bring the subject | 
before the Senate. The committee is now waiting 
for the discussion in the Senate to be stopped. I 
hope the Senator from New Hampshire will post- 
pone his remarks until the committee shall eo 
reported upon the subject. I do not wish to inter- 
rupt the debate. I have merely made this sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. This matter has been before the 
Senate for the last six or eight years. A provision 
in relation to this subject has generally been put 
in some of the general appropriation bills, and was 
not reached until the final hours of a session. The 
subject therefore has not received the deliberate 
attention which it deserves. I am glad that the 
Senator from New Jersey moved in this matter at 
so early a period. I am prepared to say what 
little | have to say upon the subject, just as well 
as I shall be hereafter. It was not on my own 
account that Tasked for a postponement, but at 
the request of other Senators. Having made these | 
remarks, I am perfectly willing to leave the ques- 
tion to the Seuate. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not wish to interrupt the 
debate at all, but, as I stated to the Senator, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs are delayed in their 
action by the discussion in the Senate on the sub- 
ject. The Naval Committee intend to bring the sub- | 
ject before the Senate in a very short time, either | 
by a bill to restore flogging, or to provide a sub- | 
stitute for it. The committee will act promptly. 
We are now delayed in our action by the discus- 
sion in the Senate, and if it is agreeable to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, I move to refer the 
memorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. SMITH, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Samuel W. Chilson, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


On motion by Mr. BELL, it was 

Ordered, That the memorials of members of the Bar of 
Fast Tennessee, on the files of the Senate, relating to the | 
appointment of a separate judge for that district, be referred | 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

On motion by Mr. MILLER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Samuel 8. Marcy and others, | 
on thé files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee of | 
Claims. | 


to-day. 


because it is under discussion in the Senate. 


be 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was || 


Ordered, That Elisha Hampton and others, have leave | 


to withdraw the documents on the files of the Senate, re- 
lating to their claims. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, it was 


Ordered, ‘That the petition of Mary E. D. Blaney, widow 
of George Blaney, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, Thatleave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the petitions of citizens of San Francisco, 
California, presented January 2, 1852, 1n relation to the es- 


tablishment ofa branch Mint at that place. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, it was 


Ordered, That William Tell Zollickoffer have leave to 


withdraw his petition and papers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can now state more at 
length than I could yesterday the facts under which 
this application is made. I stated to the Senate yes- 
terday that an unfavorable report had been made 
upon this individual’s memorial, but that it had 
never been acted upon by theSenate. I can now 
state in addition, that an application was made to 
the Pension Office, and that a pension was ac- 
tually granted to Mr. Zollickoffer. Hence he 
does not want any further action in the Senate. 
He, however, wishes his papers to be returned to 
him, that he may be enabled to show that a pen- 
sion ought to have been granted to him at the 
Pension Office something like a twelvemonth 


| earlier than the Commissioner of Pensions allowed. 


It is under these circumstances that he asks a 


withdrawal of the papers. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Mrs. E. A. McNeil, widow of the late General 


John McNeil, reported back the same without | 


amendment. 
Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on the 


Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred | 


the memorial of Ira Day, of Vermont, submitted 
a bill for his relief, accompanied by a report. 
The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading. 
Ordered, That the report be printed. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read: 

Resolved That the Committee on Revolutionary Claims 


be authorized to employ a clerk to said committee during 
the present session, at the usual compensation. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 


ing,to whom was referred the motion to print 
two thousand additional copies of the report of the 
Secretary of War in relation to the inundations of 
the Mississippi river, reported thereon; and in 
concurrence therewith, 

Ordered, That thousand additional 


three copies be 


| printed of the said report—three hundred of which for the | 
| use of the Topographical Bureau. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, agreeably to previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill, 


| to be entitled ‘* An act to revive for a limited time | 
‘ An act in relation to donations of lands to certain | 


’ 


persons in the State of Arkansas;’’’ which was 


read a first and second time by its title and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
He also, agreeably to previous notice, asked 


and obtained leave to introduce a bill to release | 


from reservation and restore to the mass of the 
public lands certain lands in the State of Arkan- 


sas; which was read a first and second time by | 


its title and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
ICE BOATS ON THE POTOMAC. 


Mr. HUNTER, in the absence of the Senator | 
i 


from Texas, [Mr. Rusk,] and agreeably to 
vious notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce 
a joint resolution to provide for the employment 
of ice boats on the Potomac; which is as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States in Congress assembled, That the Post- | 
| master General be and he is hereby authorized, in addition || 
to ordinary steamboat service on the Potomac, to contract | 
with the Washington and Fredericksburg Steamboat Com- | 
pany for an efficient ice boat, or ice boats, being kept up for | 
the conveyance of the mail during the winter months, pro- | 

| vided the additional expense to be incurred by the Depart- 
ment for keeping up such ice boat or ice boats shall not | 


exceed $20,000 per annum. 


The resolution was read a first and second time | 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office | 


and Post Roads. 


’ 


REVENUE FRAUDS, 

Mr. HUNTER submitted the following ». 
tion; which was considered by unanimous a , 
and agreed to: ; wo meen 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treas 
ed to furnish for the information of the Senate . i 
statement of all cases where seizure and Staten 
pursuance of law may have taken place on the anon 
under valuation, or fraud, either in the invoice ; 
made or attempted to be made at the euston-hoyse 
collection district in the United States, since the tena, ’ 
of the 30th of July, 1846, went into Operation, deseni 
any such goods, and stating the place or country ¢, 
whence imported ; together with a like statement : 
seizures and confiscations and prosecutions, j; ae 
may have taken place in pursuance of the directions... 
lectors and @ther officers of the customs contained ;, 
circular instructions issued by the Secretary of ti 
under date of the 12th of October, 1849, in the follos 
terms to wit: ‘* Where the value declared in the entry a 
‘on due appraisement of the goods, be found to p; 

*‘ below the foreign cost or market value as to raise 4 ,, 
‘sumption of being fraudulently invoiced, seizure a, ‘ : 
‘fiscation of the goods should take place under tho, 
‘ visions of the act of 2d March, 1799, and prosecyt ; 
‘the offending party under the nineteenth sectivy 
‘tariff act of 30th August, 1842, instituted.” 
GENERAL GEORGE TALCOTT, 

Mr. HUNTER, in the absence of the Sena, 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Buter,] submits 
the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 3 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be request 
furnish, for the use of the Senate of the United Stato: 
eopy of an original letter,on the files of his Departiye, 
from Colonel Benjamin Huger to General George Talons 
bearing date at Fort Monroe Arsenal, November 5, [ay ” 


ury be re. 


“4 


gro 


1 Treas 


© fay 


| CREDITORS OF THE WESTERN CHEROKERS, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following re. 
olution; which was considered by unanimoy 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be and hei 
hereby directed to communicate to the Senate copies of y 


correspondence between his Department, including th 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and persons claiming tobe 
creditors of the Western Cherokees, since the last sessiog 
of Congress. 
CAPTAIN WILLIAM K. LATIMER, 

On motion by Mr. HALE, that two thousand 
additional copies of the charges and specifications 
before a Court of Inquiry against William K, 
Latimer, a captain in the Navy of the United 
States, and the accompanying papers, which wer 
ordered to be printed, be printed for the use of the 
Senate— 


Ordered, That the motion be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


BOOKS FOR NEW SENATORS, 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted yesterday by Mr. Bancer, to supply 
each of the new members of the Senate with the 
same number and description of books as wer 
furnished to each of the members of the Senate of 
the last Congress: and the resolution was agreed\o. 


SPIRIT RATION IN THE NAVY. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Sumner, on the 19th instant, 
directing the Committee on Naval Affairs to in 
quire into theexpediency of abolishing the spirit 
ration in the Navy of the United States, and # 
the same time of increasing the monthly pay 
all the enlisted men in the service; and the resoll- 


| tion was agreed to. 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were severa'y 
read a third time and passed: a 

A bill to extend the time for selecting jants 
granted to the State of Wisconsin for saline pu 
OSES; 

A bill for the relief of the widows and relatives 


'| of certain officers and seamen of the United States 


brig Washington, who were lost overboard t 
hurricane; ol 

A bill to authorize the State of Illinois to see 
the residue of the lands to which she is entitle 


| under the act of 2d March, 1827, granting land to 


the 


aid that State in opening a canal to connect" 
waters of the Illinois river with those of La? 
Michigan; and i 

A bill to admit the Hermaphrodite brig SY" 
phide to registry. 

REPORTS OF SENATE PROCEEDINGS, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration © 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. None 
on the 20th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be and . 7 
hereby authorized and instructed to audit, and from Ou" 
time to settle, the account of John C. Rives for the rep’ 
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 enate proceedings and debates published in the they are reported; and that Senators will not be 
os r y Globe, at $7 50 per column. “eee to send out as said what is not said. I 
~<a. NORRIS. [ suppose that the Senate un- || hope the resolution will pass. 

Mr. ds fully this whole subject; but still I will Mr. GWIN. I wish to saya single word upon 
derstan”” ry brief explanation. As long ago as || the point raised by the Senator from New Hamp- 
—_* yrs sition was made in the Senate that || shire. Itis highly probable that that Senator may 
rr, Oe of the Globe, Messrs. Blair and || be so distinctly heard as to be reported accurate ly 
Tacs the editors of the National Intelligencer, || on all occasions, but 1 say very candidly that | 
1d publish reports of the debates in the Senate. || cannot be; and 1 have found it necessary to add to 
: ‘ +] at resolution twelve copies were authorized || the reports of my speeches that which | intended 
by A ken by each Senator, of both publications, || to say, whether | said it or not. | do not speak 
AS ditors of the National Intelligencer refused | for display; but if 1 did not sometimes revise, as 
' i iblish so small a number at the price proposed. I have inumated, I should be put in a wrong po- 
= : price Was SiX dollars per copy for the long || sition before my constituents, The Congressional 
a en, and three dollars per copy for the short || Globe is an official work. It is to be put into the 
con, Messrs. Blair and Rives accepted the || archives of the country, and | have found it abso- 
sas osition, and the work was published by Blair || lutely necessary, when speaking on questions of 
: Rives, and subsequently by Mr. Rives, up to || importance to my own constituents, to see that | 
se time. ‘Those publications at that time, as I |) am put right. ‘ ; 
derstand, contained merely synopses of the de- | ‘The PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that 
tes, except the Appendix to the Congressional || according to the rales, the resolution must have 
G obe, in which were published speeches at length, three readings. ‘lhe rule of the Senate is, that all 
vised by those who made them. In 1847, the || resolutions proposing amendments to the Consti- 
pnateemployed Dr. Houston to make full reports. || tution, or to which the approbation and signature 
He went on throughout the long session of 1847-48, of the President of the United States may be re- 
and then his contract was given up. In 1848, the |} quisite, or which may grant money out of the 
Se ate made a proposition to the editors of the |; contingent or any other fund, shall be treated in 
Vutional Intelligencer and the editors of the Union, || all respects in the introduction and form of pro- 
‘> publish the debates in full at $7 50 per column. ceedings on them n the Senate in a similar man- 
Those papers continued to publish the debates in || ner with bills. This is a resolution to provide 
full up to the close of the last session of Congress. || for auditing and settling accounts, and therefore 
\t that time the editors of the Intelligencer gave || appropriates money, and must have three readings. 
notice that they would no longer, on their part, Mr. BADGER. I wish merely to say that | 
continue the contract; and they have abandoned hope this resolution will pass, and expressly for 
: altogether. It was then understood that the | the benefit of the honorable Senator from New 
ed cors of the Union would likewise abandon the || Hampshire, |Mr. Hare.| 1 know of no gentle- 
contract on account of the price which the Senate || man who, it seems to me, Is pursuing a course 

d not being sufficient, as was alleged. more adverse to his own interests and public rep- 

Mr. Rives, at thecommencement of this session || Utation, as deservedly high as his is, in opposing 
of Congress, employed a corps of reporters to || this resolution. 
make up these reports, and they are now pub- Mr. HALE. Ido not oppose the resolution. 
lished daily in the Daily Globe, and laid upon our 1 am in favor of it. 
tables. Of the manner in which these reports Mr. BADGER. I understood the Senator to 
have been made, the Senate is able to judge. | pre- || Oppose so much of the proposition as authorized 
sume that no more efficient corps of reporters can || the revision of speeches. 
be found anywhere. So far as I have examined Mr. HALE. ‘There is no such proposition in 
them, they have been made with great accuracy | the resolution. 
and promptness. It is necessary that these re- Mr. BADGER. The Senator from New 

rts should come from some source, in order to |} Hampshire so commonly speaks to the subject 
enable Mr. Rives to fulfill his contract for the sup- || before the Senate, and so seldom wanders from it, 
ply of the Congressional Globe. Mr. Rives com- |} that l really supposed that something of the kind 
menced the undertaking at this session, without || was up for the consideration of the body. I think 
ny authority on the part of the Senate, and I || it is very much to be regretted that the Senator 
have introduced this resolution to test the sense of || has not taken the pains to revise some of his 
the Senate, whether they will continue the reports || speeches. | will not say that they need any addi- 
which he has been aalidee: I hope they will: for ons but some of them very much stood in need 
I believe itimportant that the reports of the debates || of the inverted stylus: and | know no gentleman 
inthe Senate should be faithfully made, and put || in this country, considering the large fame which 
ina form to be preserved. I hope the aselelinn he enjoys, who has suffered more from want of 
will be adopted. the expunging process, in some of the speeches 

Mr. WALKER. If [understand the proposi- || which he has made in this Chamber. My regret 
tion, it is to do nothing more in regard to the |; for him on this account is so great, that, if he is 
Daily Globe than we have heretofore been doing || not willing to take the labor of striking out un- 
with regard to the National Intelligencer. necessary passages for himself, | would be almost 

Mr. NORRIS. Nothing more. | willing to take that labor on myself, though I 

Mr. WALKER. I am in favor of it; and [| very rarely do it in my own speeches. 
think that if we have ever had good and prompt | Mr. HALE. In answer to that I would say, 
reports of debates since I have been here, they || that I do not, like some other young gentlemen, 
ne been in the Globe during this session. The || come here to makea display of myself by talking. 
leading Reporter for that paper for this session || When I talk it is for the country. Let those gen- 
can perform almost a etal in the way of re- || tlemen who are anxious for a rhetorical reputation, 
porting, for he can report me literally when I |! pore over the midnight lamp, and put prepositions 
speak in my most rapid manner. I have been || into their speeches, and add other ornaments of 
astonished at the correctness of the reports for the || rhetoric; but do not let them find fault with the 
Globe, and [ should regret exceedingly to see them || practical business-men of the Senate who come 
discontinued. : ah || here to do the business of the country, because 

Mr. HALE. I concurin everything which has || they have not been able to run a race with them 
been said in favor of these reports; but there is || in rhetorical declamations. I am perfectly willing 
one thing which I wish to see corrected. We hire || that the Senate should set apart a day when these 
reporters to report what is done and said in the || gentlemen shall come in and display themselves. 
Senate; but we shall never have precisely that so || Saturday afternoon might be a very convenient 
‘ong as the practice is tolerated of allowing mem- 

ers to revise their speeches. In these revised || corps of reporters should be here and understand 
Speeches I frequently find omitted things that were || that they are only to make the skeletons; and that 
said, and { find put in things that were not said. || the ornaments are to be put in afterwards by the 
This offer has been very kindly made to me by || gentlemen themselves. hough I have no objec- 
‘he reporters; but I told them to take what I say |} tion to that, what I want is, that when we have a 
just as | say it. I do not want to make a speech corps of reporters to keep a record of what is said, 
aterward. If it is nonsense, let it be nonsense. we should have what is said. I do not want to 

l decidedly object to this revising of speeches to || trust to the fertile imagination that may be licked 
5° out as speeches that are made; and I hope some || into shape over the midnight lamp afterwards, and 
mode will be adopted by which the very faithful || put in as being said on the spur of the moment. 
and accurate reports we do have when they are || | am but a plain blunt man. I| speak what oc- 





‘ot revised or corrected, will be allowed to go as || curs to me at the time 1 speak. If it is not in the 


| time. {Laughter.] I am perfectly willing that a | 


ornate form in which the elaborate productiens of 
the eloquent Senator from North Carolina appear, 
perhaps it is my misfortune I do not make 
speeches for schoolboys to declaim at academi- 
cal exhibitions, and to have a star affixed, and 


“J.P. Hale” put against the piece. I have no 
desire for anything of ‘that sort. | merely speak 
for my constituents and forthe country. 1 speak 
the suggestions of my own heart in the plaimest 
way in which they occur to me 4 am not desi- 
rous of any reputation, which the honorable Sen- 


ator thinks | have jeoparded by not looking over 
my speeches after they have been delivered. That 
is all | have to say. 

Mr. BADGER. Why, here is a most eminent 
example of the propriety of the honorable Sena 
tor’s revising his speeches W hat would the hon- 
orable Senator himself, what would any other man 
of taste think of what he has just said about 
‘*hcking a fertile imagination into shape?” | 
hope he will correct that anyhow | Laughter. } 
But the honorable Senator compels me, which I 
did not desire to do before, to assign an additional 
and much stronger reason than | did assign, why 
I wished he would logk over and expurgate his 


speeches. I mentioned a reason which atlected 
him personally, and it was a very grave and se- 
rious one, But the re is another and higher reason. 


I wished it for the sake of the country, for a 
great many inflictions have been unposed upon it 
by the honorable Senator, which, I have no doubt, 
in his calmer and more judicious moments, if he 
ever has any such, he would have stricken out 
Mr. HALE. One single word more. The 
reason the honorable Senator assigns, shows that 
he supposes that the country reads my speeches, 
and, therefore, he thinks that they ought to be ex- 
purgated. He would, therefore, seem to imply, 
that some spee ches are made here, which the cou: 
trv does not trouble itself about, even so much as 
toread: ThatI revardasa compliment. [Laug] 
“ 
Mr. BADGER. I would say that Ido not wish 
to continue this contest with the honorable gentle- 
man for the last word. His wit is getting low, 
and there is nothing left of the wine but the lees. 
That is all I have to say. 
Mr. HALE. You had better not have said that 
Mr. CASS. I desire to say but one word. It 
will be recollected, that at the last session this suv 
ject was before the Senate, and a proposition was 
distinctly made that no Senator should revise his 
speeches. Well, if by not revising is meant, that 
a Senator is not to look over the notes of the re 
porters, and correct them where errors can be 
found, it isa species of tyranny to which no Le 
gislature in the world would submit. [am pr 
cisely in the same condition as the honorable Sen- 
ator from California. Itis difficult for the reporters 
to report me. It is not their fault; it is mine 
From some defect, or owing to my hasty enun- 
ciation, I cannot be heard as distinctly as many 
Senators. I know from experience, that I cannot 
be exactly reported on this account. Ifa Senator 
was not to be allowed to look over his remarks 
and correct an egregious mistake when he found 
one, no one would submit to it. If mistakes can 
be found, are these reports to be like the laws of 
the Medes and Persians, unalterable? Cannot I 
put myself right, if [ find an error in regard to my 
position? How fara Senator should go in the 
operation of revising his remarks, must depend 
upon himself. He ought to put in nothing cor 
cerning anybody else, or anything which would 
convey a false idea of what he said. But to say 
that a Senator shall not revise or correct to any 
extent the notes of the reporters, 1s to put him in 
a position that no one would submit to. 
The PRESIDENT. The resolution has been 
read a first time. Shall it have a se ond reading ? 
Mr. HALE. I do not want to put myself in a 
false position. I have no sort of objection io a 
Senator’s looking over his speech and making 
right that which he said. What I object to is 
erasing what he did say, and putting in what he 
did not say. 
Mr. BADGER. Does any one do that? 
Mr. GWIN. Name the Senator who does it. 
Mr. HALE. I do not suppose that it is a 
criminal matter; I suppose it is a matter which 
every Senator thinks he has a right to do. I may 
be mistaken in fact, but 1 have looked over the 
last lone speech made in the Senate, the speech of 
the honorable Senator from Florida, [Mr. Mat- 
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Lory,| with some care, to find a remark in it to 
which I had replied; but | could not find a word 
of it in the speech of the honorable Senator. The 
poor remarks which { made were published as a 
reply to something which, by the reports of the 
Senate, did not appear ever to have been said. 
hat is one instance, bit it is not a solitary in- 
stance. 1 do not mention this as a matter of 
reproach to the Senator from Florida, because it 
is a thing whith is frequently and commonly done. 
W hat Leomplain of, and what [ think ought not to 
be done, is, that Senators are allowed to erase what 
they said, and substitute what they did not say. 
Ido not complain of anything to which the hon- 
orable Senators from California and Michigan 
allude, to make correct what they did say; but 
what | complain of is, that our reports show 
things to be said which are not said. 

The resolution was then ordered to a second 
reading, read a second time, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded consider it in Committee of *the 
W hole 

No amendment being proposed, it was reported 
to the Senate without amendment, and ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

RAILROADS IN IOWA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 

sumed { 


to as 


he consideration of the special order, 
was a bill granting the right of way and 
making a rant of land to the State of Iowa in aid 

of certain railroads in said 


which 
of the construction 
State. 
T'o t! hill there was an amendment reported 
re Committee on Public Lands. and the ques- 
t)} 1 at the adjournment yesterday was on the 
if the amendment. , 
ELCH. There are 
iis which IL wish to make. 


adoption 
Mi Ik 
Vil i 


amendme 


verbal 
In the ninth 
line of the first section, speaking of the right to 


timber, stones, &c.,’’ [ wish to strike out 


one or two 


take ** 


‘*& and msert “*and’’ between the words 
‘* timber, stones,’’ so as to make it read ** timber 
and stone: ” 

The amendment was avcreed to. 

Mr. FELCH. I wish further to amend the 


amendment by inserting in the nineteenth line of 
‘right’? after the 
The word *‘ right”? is an 


the second sect 


ion the M ord 


word ** pree ny tron. 


\ 


omission of the printer. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill was 
then reported : 

Mr. ATCHISON. If the Sennior from lowa 
{[Mr. Dopee] will not object, | will move to strike 
out all after the word ‘* States’’ in the sixth line 


io the Senate 


of the fourth section—that is “free from toll or 
other charge,’’ &c. I make this motion because | 


believe that this imposition on the line would be 


wrong in useli—that it would be an imposition of 


hat should not be re- 
There is no equivalent in this bill for any 
reservation—at least none that I am aware 
of. If there is any such, I would be glad if the 
chairman of the Cemmittee on Public Lands, or 
some other gentleman, would point itout. Now, 
sir, itis well known that a large quantity of Gov- 
ernment stores in the Quartermaster’s Department 


a burden upon this read 
quired. 


such 


and the Department of the Commissary is now 
transported by the Missouri river to the western 
frontiers of the States of Missouri and Lowa, for 
the supply of the army, not only on the frontiers 
of Missouri and Iowa, but upon the upper flat on 
whole route to California and New Mexico. 
These supplies are transported by the Missouri 
river, and thence across the plains of New Mex- 
ico; and at various points military posts are to be 
established on the route to Califormia and Oregon. 
They can receive supplies from no other source; 
and | cannot therefore but think that this immense 
amount of stores to be transported free of all cost 
and charge is an imposition on this railroad for 
which nu equivalent whatever is provided in the 
bill. For these reasons I move to amend by stri- 
king out the words which I have designated. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I appreciate the mo- 
tives of my friend from Missouri in offering the 
amendment to which he has alluded. I concur 
with him in every word that he has said in refer- 
ence to that provision, but | am so anxious for 
the passage of the bill that I would rather take it 
with some defects than risk it by pressing such an 
amendment. We have been working to get this 
bil for two or three years past. Our State has 
held convention after convention on the subject, 


the 
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and our Legislatures have again and again in- 
structed us to press it, and to give it all our atten- 
tion, and for that reason I shal! have to oppose 
any amendment which may retard its passage. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Well, 1 am not particular 
about the amendment. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I regret that the Senator from 
Missouri has withdrawn his proposed amend- 
ment, as this is a question which is to go before 
the country, and I wish that the principle upon 
which we act may be fully understood. The 
principle first laid down by the Senator from Mis- 
souri is, that the grant of land which is made 
really confers no favor on the State of Iowa, and 
but for the moral influence which might result 
from giving this land to that State, he would not 
accept it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
Senator states. 

Mr. DAWSON. The proposition is, that it 
will be of no advantage. 1 want to place this sub- 
ject properly before the country. The principle 
1s this: that giving alternate sections of land for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of these 
railroads, increases the value of the other sections 
one hundred per cent., and that the land will be 
sold for $2 50 per acre. If the Government lands 
appreciate to that extent, the lands belonging to 
the State of Lowa will increase in value also to 
the same extent. ‘The price of the public lands 
to be given by this bill will amount, at $2 50 per 
acre, to four and a half millions of dollars; and of 
course the railroad company will be reimbursed 
to that extent; they will get four and a half mil- 
lions of dollars by this bill. 

‘The question j propose is this: is not such a 
grant adecided benefit to the Stateof lowa? Will 
not her citizens receive an appropriation equiva- 
lent to $4,500,000, and havea railroad built ex- 
tending from Keokuck to Dubuque? This result, 
then, will arise, that the State of lowa will receive, 
out of the public lands, a revenue annually for all 
the transportation over that road, equivalent to the 
necessary expenses of supporting her government, 
and the people of lowa, by a proper administra- 
tion of the proceeds from this road, will be ex- 
empt from State taxation. And how? By ap- 
propriating the proc eeds of the oift of the public 
lands. And while she is thus relieved from taxa- 
tion, the other States will be left without any aid 
whatever. But, Mr. President, gentlemen say we 
are merely throwing ourselves upon a principle 
without being controlled by it. From Keokuck to 
Dubuque, in lowa, is the finest section of the 
State, and all the public lands are nearly taken up 
upon the route directly between these two points. 
As the Senator from Misseuri [Mr. Arcuison] 
said, the citizens have already gone on in antici- 
pation of these railroads being constructed accord- 
ing to the routes surveyed, and taken up the pub- 
liclands. ‘This bill is discussed upon the principle, 
that the whole of the lands between the two ex- 
tremes of the read belong to the public lands, and 
that when you give away one section to aid in 
constructing the road, you increase the value of 
the rest, while the fact is, all the land is taken. 
W hat will be the next proposition? Why,at the 
next Congress, perhaps, there will be an applica- 
tion similar to the one made by Illinois, aaa one 
made by another Senator. They say you in- 
tended to give alternate sections on the line of the 
proposed road or canal; but the public lands are 
all taken up; we have got about one third or one 
fourth of the one million eight hundred thousand 
acres of land granted, and now we eall upon Con- 
gress—to do what? To decide, as we did yester- 
day, to authorize them to select: their lands any- 
where in the State. Now, that is the principle on 
which you stand, that you increase the price of 
the public lands; and what is the consequence? 
You get two thirds, if not three fourths of the 
lands distant from the railroads. Is it not aban- 
doning the principle on which we first started, 
when we giveaway the public lands to make roads 
from them. I do not suppose that my opposition 
will availanything. I have been here long enough 
toapprehend that the bill will pass. [ know there 
is a most extraordinary complication of interests 
in favor of the principle of giving away these lands. 
W hile some wish the lands to be given to the States 
in which they lie, there are those who wish to see 
the revenue of the country derived from taxation; 
and because they desire to justify the increase of 
a tariff for that purpose, these two interests com- 


I said no such thing as the 


E. 


bine, and will always control this question 
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what becomes of the public lands? They —_ 
the new States, and are used up by the @.. 
where they lie, and their prosperity is greatly 
creased. Now, there are railroads throyeh. 
country, and the whole country is going 
prosper more than ever before. [I do not 
that; but what I say is, amidst their prosperity 
whilst they goon so finely, let them rememiy’ 
this, that the proceeds of the public lands ee 
the public lands themselves, belong equally 2 
all the States of this Union; let them, wh; 
we act liberally towards them, act jibes). 
towards us who belong 4° the old States fF 
you are determined to take the course y, . = 
pursuing with respect to the public lands, do jy; 
a spirit of magnanimity and kindness and |iljers), 
ity. Say to the old State of North Carolin, 
Every one of your railroads has been built 
your own money; say to her, that although sha 
has thousands of acres of barren land, and he 
people are sparsely settled over the State, yet th. 
people of North Carolina have carried a fajlpoa4 
through a@ pine ceuntry immediately in the ah. 
borhood of the sea-shore for hundreds of miles 
and ‘this by the labor of their own hands, And 
when you go to the fine rich lands on the waters 
of the Missouri, what do you find? Yoy fn 
railroads everywhere all taken from the pybji. 
lands, and not a dollar from the pockets of ; 
citizens, for which land, taken for the purpose of 
building the roads, North Carolina contributed gs 
much as other States. I say to my younger sis. 
ters, Take this property, but at the same time d 
it with magnanimity; feel some regard for, some 
attachment to, the old States which gained yoy; 
independence and gave you birth, and gave yoy 
the liberty to control and manage these lands’ tp. 
day. Say to them, with magnanimity, We y 
divide honestly and fairly with you, and we will 
not combine with the Representatives of the new 
States, or others who favor that particular interest 
which desires that the avails of the public lands, 
up shall never go into the treasury of the country, 
It you will come to that, you will have no opposi- 
tion from me. I appeal to the Senate if I have 
uttered an iliberal expression with regard to the 
public lands; and I believe that my friend from 
lowa, [Mr. Dopee,]} if he were in my position, 
would occupy the same ground that I do on this 
question. Why? Becausel stand upon the prin- 
ciples of truth and equity. I stand upon the 
ground that these lands belong to the people, and 
that the people, either in their individual charac- 
ter, or their representative character, as the people 
of the different States, are entitled equally to the 
lands and the proceeds of the lands. Is there a 
Senator here who can lay his hand on his heart 
and say itis not true? Is there one? Not one. 

I wish to be understood. I have been opposed 
to the distribution of the public lands. I was op- 
posed to it when I was in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; but my opinions have changed, and 
I am willing to divide these lands among the 
States for purposes of internal improvement and 
the education of the people; and I maintain that 
when we go upon that principle, every part o! 
this country is entitled to the same share. Let 
this bill pass, and let the impresston of justice be 
made upon the Senate, and say that we are all 
entitled, that we will adopt a plan by which old 
Virginia and Massachusetts, and every State in 
the Union, shall come in for her proper share. 

Mr. HALE, (in his seat.) And New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes, and even New Hamp- 
shire. These are my views about this matter, 

| although | make these remarks with no hope that 
| this bill can be defeated. If the number of acres 
were five millions instead of eighteen hundred 
| thousand, I suppose it would be given. And some 
of the States have got seven millions of acres, and 
they say the property is increased in value, 8° * 
| to be worth Seabia the Government price, whieh 
makes the whole value given to one State, about 
$18,000,000. And yet my friend from Missour', 
| when he was making that liberal speech yesterday, 
and saying in his fine, manly voice, that he con: 
sidered this as conferring no very great favor, and 
| talked about the public property being transported 
| free of charge, and seemed perfectly indignan' that 
| Congress should ask any compensation for the 
| public lands, knew the very great advantage that 
| Missouri would derive from it. He is laughing 
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« sleeve at the habits of the people of the old 
= enol at their sleepy condition, We are 
” in the old States; and why - ‘There are 
‘repests—the tariff and an‘i-tariff—and the 
son is, Whether we will hold on to the public 
an derive a revenue from them or not. 
let the lands go, and then we will have 
vant: and our Democratic friends in the West- 
“Gates, who are so anti-tariff, are favoring the 
: party - Why? Because they get the benefit 
; the public lands, and consider them of _more 
efit than the injury they will receive from a 
¢ Interest is at the bottom, and controls 
ory one of them 
r ‘St vator. More or less. 
Mr. DAWSON. Y es, more or less. Why do 
1  oce this bill? Not that L — the bill will 
coated, All I ask is this: 1 want Congress 
be brought up to the point; because I intend to 
at a particular day, for a division of the 
landsamong the States—that the lands them- 
may be divided, and not the proceeds of the 
And why will 1 do this? What the public 
ic may be fairly settled, and the proceeds be 
led anoug Whom? Among those who are en- 
ed to them, the people of these States, and not 
eople of any particular portion of them, and 
+a general division. And in making that 
on, | will be liberal to the younger members 
; Confederacy, as we have always been, by 
them all reasonable advantages; and at the 
5 ne time say to them, we do not desire them, 
iecause we are thus liberal, to strip us of every 
veht, and then remind us, when the Indian treaties 
some up, and we are paying annuities year after 
to the Indians, that we pay them to get more 
to make railroads, while the lands are paid 
for out of the taxes imposed upon the whole peo- 
vie. Sir, if the people understood this subject, 
they would not submit toit, because you tax them 
aynually, and throw the money into the Treasury 
: buy lands from the Indians, to give to particular 
ites to make railroads, thereby making the 
le of the whole country pay for these rail- 
roads, and not the people who own them. I regret 
it | have detained the Senate so long. I have 
made these remarks, not with the expectation of 
defeating the passage of this bill, but that the ob- 
tof it might be made known to the country, 
{that the people may understand what we are 
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Mr. ATCHISON. I will say but one word 

ithissubject. ‘The Senator from Georgia admits 
that this grant is right and should be made, but 
that Georgia must have her share of the public 

nds. That is the sum and substance of his ar- 
gument. Let him bring forward his bill for that 
purpose, and then we will discuss it. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is not the question. 
We are for the promotion of the interests of the 
whole country.. 1 see that by the arrangements 
you have made, you have determined on this 
course; but it is in violation of the rights of the old 
Statesofthis Union. You have the power to pass 
tus bill, but if it is done I consider it as done by 
foree; and | say if you do this in the use of the 
power you have, exercise that power with be- 
coming justice and propriety towards the other 
States. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have very little to say on 
this subject, for I feel assured, as the Senator from 
Georgia has expressed himself, that this bill is 


destined to pass. And yet, sir, I am so strongly | 


impressed with the necessity of adopting some 
fystem in relation to the disposition of these pub- 
lands, that I feel bound to say a word or two 
it relation to the bill before it passes. 

lshave listened to the arguments of gentlemen 
who have spoken in favor of this bill, not only 
yesterday, but on prior occasions, and they have 

wed to convince me that we are doing equal justice 
wall the States of the Confederacy when we make 
‘uch a disposition of the public aie as is here 
proposed, 

My friend from Missouri endeavored yesterday 
” prove that we were giving nothing away when 
We were disposing of from fifteen to eighteen hun- 
‘red thousand acres of land to the State of lowa; 
td | was really afraid that before he was done he 
Would endeavor to prove that we had brought our- 
‘ves into debt, and would ask that we should 
“inguish the remaining alternate sections for the 
purpose of paying for the transportation of those 
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bill he complains so much. And yet, if he will 
look to what has been given, and to what is asked 
to be given, of the public lands for internal im- 
rrovements in the shape of railroads and canals, 
1e will find that we have given and are continuing 
to give a very great deal. I will not refer to what 
has been given heretofore for the construction of 
canals, because I do not propose to enter into the 
matter in detail; but I will just look to see what 
it is that the gentleman calls nothing, by referring 
to what has been done in relation to railroads, and 
what is proposed now to be done. Last session 
of Congress we passed an act similar to this for 
the construction of a railroad in Ihnois, and we 
were told that we had granted more land for the 
building of that road than is now asked for by 
this bill. We have this act which will require 
from fifteen to eighteen hundred thousand acres to 
satisfy its provisions, and we have another grant- 
ing the richt of way to the State of Missouri and 
a portion of the public lands in aid of the construc- 
tion of a railway from Hannibal to St. Joseph, in 
said State. These are all bills which are destined 
to pass if this bill should pass in the Senate. We 
have, also, a bill granting the richt of way to the 
Florida, Atlantic, and Gult Central Railroad Com- 
pany through the public lands of the United States, 
and appropriating lands to the State of Florida in 


| aid of the construction of the said railroad aud 


branches. 

Then, again, we have a bill to grant to the State 
of Missouri a right of way and a portion of the 
public land for the purpose of aiding in making a 
railroad from St. Louis to the weaern limits of 
the said State. 

And a bill granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land to the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama, to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
the waters of Pensacola Bay, in Florida, to Mont- 
gomery, in the State of Alabama. 

Also, a bill granting to the State of Wisconsin 
the right of way and a donation of the public land 
for the purpose of locating and constructing a rail- 
road from Milwaukie to Prairie la Crosse, in 
Wisconsin. 

And another bill granting to the State of Wis- 
consin the right of way and a donation of public 
land for the purpose of locating and constructing 
a railroad from Fond du Lac to Janesville. 

Then we have another bill granting to the State 
of Alabama the right of way and a donation of 

vublic land for making a railroad from Selma to 
l'ennessee river. 

Also, a bill granting to the State of Mississippi 
the right of way and a donation of public land, for 
the purpose of locating a railroad from Brandon 
to the eastern border of said State, in the direction 
of Montgomery, Alabama. 

Then we have a bill granting to the State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic land, for the purpose of constructing a canal or 
railroad across the peninsula of Michigan. 

Then we have another bill granting the right of 
way and making a grant of land to the State of 
Arkansas, in aid of the construction of certain 
railroads in said State. 

And yet another bill, sir, granting to the State 
of Arkansas the right of way and making a dona- 
tion of land, to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from Helena to Fort Smith; and there is still 
a third bill granting to the State of Arkansas the 
right of way and a portion of the public land to 
aid in the construction of the Arkansas Central 
Railroad, from a point on the western bank of the 
Mississippi river opposite the town of Memphis, 
by way of Little Rock, to a point on Red river, 
on the border of Texas. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator is surely mis- 
taken. ‘There is only one bill reported. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is only one bill re- 
ported, but there are others under consideratron. 

Mr. BORLAND. No, they are not under con- 
sideration, for I believe that they have been re- 
ported upon adversely. 

Mr. HUNTER. And besides all these bills 
which I have named, there is still another, propos- 
ing to grant lands and the right of way to the 
States of Indiana and Illinois, in aid of the con- 

| struction of a railroad from a point on the Ohio 
river opposite to Louisville, in Kentucky, to a 
oint on the Mississippi river opposite to St. 
ade in Missouri. These are all bills which 
| have been introduced during the present session; 
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bills, we shall still hear it said that we have granted 
nothing. And what is to come into the public 
Treasury from the public lands when all these 
bills shall have passed 


Sir, every dollar which 
would be available from these lands will in this 
way be granted on A partial system in the distri- 
bution of the pubhe lands, lL say ** partal,”’ be- 
cause very large amounts of land are distributed 
to those States in which they lie, while nothing ts 
riven to the old States. 

But, sir, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Situ] used another argument in favor of the bill. 
He said that everybody was aware the con- 
struction of such improvements added to the 
wealth and developed the resources ef a commu 
nity and increased their capacity to pay taxes 
Certainly that is the case. But whrat is the result 


of the ureuments The same argument would 
apply to the construction of railroads in Virginia, 
and in Massachusetts, Mad in Connecticut su 


if we are to use this arreument we micht as well 
go broadcast into the general system of imternal 
improvements. | will admit, however, that there 


is to a certain extent a principle on which a dis 


crimimation may be made between ra mds pass- 
ing through the public lands in relation to which 
the United States is interested as a nd-owneyr 
and railroads of another description; but these 
rrojects have long since departed from that prinet- 


s e, for they are net confined to the loeation of 
lands upon the lines of these railroads, but are 
allowed to ¢o into the State and select them else 

No longer 


avo than yesterday we passed a ball In réiation to 


where to the distance of fiiteen miles 


the grant formerly made to the State of Lilineis, 


and allowme that State to loeate a certain portion 
of such grant anywhere within the State. And, 
sir, this will be the end of it. We shal! have 

plications for permission to loeate lands in any 
portion of the States where these lands hie, for the 


purpose of making railroads. Some gentlemen, 
too, have complained that we are allowed to charge 
double price for the alternate sections which remain 
to the Government. But, sir, how lone is that to 
last? *Suppose that these lands should prove un 
saleable at that price, how soon will we have 
And it will 
be done, Sir; and, if necessary, other sechons wilt 


appheations here to reduce the price 


be granted in order to continue these improve- 
ments. 

But, sir, | have admitted that there is a princi 
ple upon which some diserimination may be made. 
How are we to test that principle, and how are 
we to apply it properly Why, we are to sup 
pose the United States Government to be as in the 
situation of any other land owner. What would 
any other land owner do when such a proposition 
j Would he sive away 
the alternate sections and have no stock im return 


as this was made to him ? 


for it? If he acted on the principlé of ownership, 
would he not be entitled to as much stock in the 
company as this land 1s worth ? Is it not, to the 
extent to which this subscription goes into the 
value of the railroad, a pure donation to the 
new States? Is the stock which represents the 
value there any principle by which they are enti- 
tled to it, any more than the old States? All 
that the owner would be called to do, would be to 
subseribe his share, and when you depart from 
that principle you make an absolute donation to 
the new States, and you cannot deny that the 
same principle would require you to make a sim- 
ilar donation to the old States. If gentlemen mean 
to confine themselves to that principle they should 
confine the grants to lands lying along the line of 
the railroad, and give Government whatever stock 
they are entitled to on account of the donation. 


Then it would come within that principle. But 
at present these bills do not come within that prin- 
ciple. Now, Mr. President, our Democratic 


friends in the new States are pressing us rather 
hardly in the old States. We have resisted the 
system of the distribution of the publie lands; we 
desire to do so still; we wish to stand upon the 
old Democratic Republican ground in relation to 
this matter. And yet how long can it be done if 
our opponents are enabled to point to such appro- 
priations and say here they are distributed par- 
tially, that some States get what they want and 
others get none. How long can we in the old 
States resist such appeals as these unless some- 
thing like justice and equity is resorted to? | am 


willing to consider the public lands as a public 


‘oops and stores for the provision of which in this || and yet, sir, when we shall have passed all these, trust, a public fund to be administered for the 
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benefit of all, not merely with reference to revenue, 
but also with reference to the settlement and im- 
provement of the country. [am willing to try a 
fair system of preémption and gradation, and that, 
perhaps, after they have been exposed for sale 
fer some time, it may be best té cede them to the 
States ih which they lie to promote the settlement 
of the country. 1am willing to distribute them 
with reference to both objects, a revenue and the 
settlement of the country. But when we consider 
it with reference to revenue, [ want it adminis- 
tered equally and fairly. Sut the best way, in 
my opinion, 18 not to give it up to the States , but 
to hold it in a condition that it may be ap plied to 
the fund for defraying the public expenditures. 
Then it will be administered fairly to all; then we 
shall have discharged our obligations to the new 
States as wellas the old. I acknowledge that the 
United States should not kee *p the lands lucked up 
forever, looking entirely to *the policy of deriving 
a revenue from them. 1 acknowledge we are 
bound to look to the settlement and improvemeat 
the country. lt am willing to deal liberally, 
but | am not willing to have a system of partial 
distribution. If anybody is to get the benefit of 
these lands, I would be rejoiced to see my friend 
from [owa carry his bill. It is from no opposi- 
tion to him or to his State, but from a desire to 
see some fair, equal, and just system adopted it 
relation to this matter, that I oppose the bill. 

And there is another thing to be looked to. 
While we are squandering away the public lands, 
we are adopting almost every project, no matter 
how wild and visionary, in order that the public 
lands may be dispensed with as a source of rev- 
enue. Sir, the time has been, when, so far as our 
financial system was concerned, our public lands 
were the basis on which re posed our public credit. 
That time may come again at some future day; 
and the time will come, if we embark in a general 
system of internal improvements, when we shall 
have to look to this source to maintain our system 
of public credit. I believe, therefore, that it be- 
hooves us at some early day to look seriously 
into this question, and to adopt some uniform 
system, which will take these public lands with- 
out the range of those loose systems of experi- 
ments, which every one seems to think we may 
indulge in in re Jation to them. It has been said 
that we had better do this than some other things 
which have been done with the public lands. Far 
better L admit; but yet when we have the power 
to choose what is right, let not stand here 
choosing between evils, but rather let come 
together and mature a system. If we do not, it 
will work to the other result, and we shall soon 
see the majority of this country clamoring for the 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
among the States, and it will be a clamor that can- 
not be resisted. Now you have heard the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] saying that, though 
he opposes any suc h system, that will be the only 
way which will enable his State to obtain her just 
share. I hope that some of our Western friends 
who are familiar with the subject will consider the 
matter, and mature some system in which we may 
all unite. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The State of Illinois has 
been referred to in the course of this debate, and 
therefore I feel bound to say a word or two in ex- 
pian ation. 
day for the State of Illinois, authorizing a selection 
of lands aw ay from the line of the canal to which 
it applied, is not at all applicable to the bill under 
consideration. The reason why these lands were 
to be selected elsewhere than on the line of the 
canal, was that Congress had granted them nearly 
twenty years ago to the State of Iilinois for 
making a canal, 
sold a part of the lands thus granted, received the 
money, me put it in the Treasury. And now 
you only give us refuse lands elsewhere, less valu- 
able than those originally granted, and that, after 
we had made the work in compliance with your 
own act of Congress. 

With regard to the bill granting lands to the 
State Illinois at the last session, I have also a 
word to say. That bill involved the same princi- 
ple as the one now under considerauon. Hence it 
was perfectly fair to refer to that bill in illustration 
of this. But I deny that what has been said in re- 
gard to donations, special favors, 
tribution of the lands to the new States, has the 


-s 


us 


us 


slightest foundation in the bill before us, or the | 


The allusion to the bill passed yester- | 


and partial dis- 
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act of the last session, granting lands t to Allin ois. 


Sir, it is not a question of the distribution of the | 


public lands among the States; it is not a question 
of donation. If it were either, I should be op- 
posed to it. I am opposed to the distribution of 
the public lands, either by a partial system or a 
general system. I am opposed to aiding a State 
by giving lands as a donation. The frends of 
this bill do not rest it upon any such grounds. 
We ask the opponents of the bill to meet us in 
argument upon the grounds which we assume, to 


answer our arguments in favor of it, and not to 
answer imaginary objections of their own. The 
ground upon which we place it is this: ‘The Gov- 


ernment of the United States is a great land owner; 
she has vast bodies of land which she has had in 
market for thirty or forty years; and experience 
proves that she ¢ anda sell them. Shall she keep 
them thirty or forty years longer, and then not be 
able to sell them? What advantage will they be 
to the Government while they are thus held? The 
diffic ulty in the way of the sale does not arise from 
the fact that the lands are not fertile and suscepti- 
ble of cultivation, but that they are distant from 
market, and in many cases destitute of timber. 
No matter how fertile and productive they may 
be, still they are valueless, unless the produce will 
bear the expense of the transportation to market. 
It is on account of the distance from market and 
absence of timber you cannot sell the lands, and 
cannot have them brought under cultivation. 

The question, then, is, ** What are you to do to 
remedy the evil and enable you to sell your lands 
and get the money for them into the Treasury, 
and also to bring the country into a state of culti- 
vation???’ Let meask each Senator what he would 
do if the case were his own? What would you do 
if you were the land-owners yourselves ? Suppose 
you owned three hundred miles square of land 
which you could not sell, and that you found, as 
is often the case, that the more land you owned, 
the poorer you were in consequence of the pay- 
ment of taxes on these lands; and suppose that I 
would say to you, ** Give me alternate sections of 
six miles through those lands, on condition that I 
will makea railroad through them, and enable you 
to sell the remaining lands for double the price 
which exper ience had proven you could not get for 
the whole;’’ would you not gladly adopt the propo- 
sition, as being a good arrangement for your per- 
sonalinterest? Wouldnotthe halfof the lands thus 
remaining to you be worth more after the road 
was made than the whole would be before it was 
constructed? That is the simple question; 
viewing it as such, I am satisfied that there is not 
a single Senator on this floor who would not gladly 
make the arrangement if he were the individual 
land-owner. And if this would be a good arrange- 
ment for any Senator here, why would it not be a 
rood polic y for the country, and for the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to adopt as land-owners? 
Mr. President, we insist that these grants in aid 
of the construction of railroads, enhance the value 
of the land fund. Instead of diminishing the rev- 
enue that will be derivable from oe lands, we 
contend thatit willincrease it; instead of diminish- 
ing your fund by this course, we increase its value; 
instead of de *priving you of anything whichis really 
valuable to you, we show you a way whereby you 

can make that valuable, which under your present 
policy is entirely vs alucleas. This is the ground 
on which we defend this policy; and if it is not 


| defendable on this ground, there can be no justifi- 


and the United States afterwards || 


cation of the grant. 

Now take this particular case. 
osition to make a railroad through the centre of 
the State of lowa. If you u iake this grant you 
will double the value and double the price of the 
alternate sections; and you will thus obtain for 
one half all that you pre ‘tend to ask for the whole. 
Now,*l submit to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Hunter] whether, with a road running through 
them, the lands are not better worth two dollars 
and a half per acre than they are now wortha 
dollar and a quarter without such road? But he 


Here is a prop- 


will, perhaps, reply, that experience will show in | 
| the course of time that they will not be worth two | 


dollars and a half, and that then applications will 
be made to reduce the price. But if they 


with the road, will they ever be likely to yield the 


Government a dollar and a quarter per acre with- | 


out it? If, then, the road doubles the price of your 


adjacent lands you lose nothing; and I doubt |) 


and | 


are not | 
likely to be worth two dellars and a half per acre | 
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Saethes dhesa'i is a man within the so 
voice who does not believe that the constructi 
this road through these lands would more the 
double their value, and enable you to sell 
quicker at that price than the price you n eal 
for them without the road. 

But, sir, with regard to this bill, and others 
like nature, the argument is stronger than s s 
case of the Illinois bill. It is this: The road vil 
not only run through your public lands and |; 7 
crease their value along the line, but in this ¢ 1Se 
will ran from the Mississippi river to the ], 
territory, and thereby opeg a market for al} 4) 
lands which you have west of the Missouri ry a 
to the Roc ky Mountains. And J insist tha 
construction of a railroad through the Sta 
Towa to the Missouri, would enhance the yalye re 
your lands west of that river more than ten time 
the value of the lands granted in aid of the roa 
The same would be the result in regard to the » ian 
and west lines through the State of Missouri, 
also in regard to the. Arkansas road, and | , 
sume generally in regard to the other bills wh; 
have been referred to by the Senator from Vire 
ginia. These bills, however, are not now under 
consideration. It will be time enough to judge of 
them when they come up for action. Besides, gj 
more than one half of your transportations on ae. 
count of your army and the Indians, is aiming yp 
go to that Indian territory west of lowa, Miss, 
ri,and Arkansas. These roads run through the 
very section of country over which your suppli 
and munitions must be transported. The Gor 
ernment, therefore, has a peculiar interest in the 
construction of these roads. 

But the Senator from Virginia has told us that 
the question would stand in a different position j 
his view, if we were to be confined to the | th 
which lie on the line of the road. Why, sir, this 
is the very proposition of the bill. The grant is 
confined to the line of the road. It asks for alter- 
nate sections of the width of six miles on eithe 
side, with a stipulation that you shall not go be- 
yond fifteen miles, in the event that any of the land 
has been sold in the sections to which you would 
be entitled by the bill. L ask, then, if the con- 
struction of a railroad in a country distant from 
market does not enhance the value of all land 
within fifteen, or even thirty miles? Are not the 
beneficial influences felt to the extent of even fifty 
miles? If, then, we seiect the land no further than 
the benefits extend on each side of the road, 
principle applies with its full force. We might 
extend this limit from fifteen to fifty miles, and 
then find ourselves clearly within the circle of the 
beneficial influences resulting from the road, in en- 
hancing the value of the remaining lands. But we 
Ww ished | not to go into extreme cases; we wished to 
confine ourselves to the principle, that the United 
States is in fact receiving more benefit from the 
granting of the lands than they are likely to lose 
by the grant, and that the public domain, asa 
common fund, will thus be enhanced rather than 
diminished in value by reason of the grant. 

In reference to the remark of my friend from 
Virginia in regard to the great number of bills pro- 
posing similar grants, I have only to make the 

same answer which Mr. Calhoun once made on 
this floor to the same objection. He then said, 
| that the principle being right, and it being the 7 
policy of the Government to make grants in aid o! 
| the construction of railroads through the pubhie 
lands, the longer the road the greater the benefit o 
the Government; and hence, the objection was a0 
argument in favor of the grant. 
| _ Now, sir, if the principle is right, if the line of 
| the road conforms to the wants and interests of the 
| Government and the country—if the Government 
| is to derive more advantage than injury by aidi 
in its construction—the fact that the State is also 
to be greatly benefited, is no argument against (he 
passage of the bill. But, as [ have already re 
marked, we will judge of the bills for other States 
when those bills come up for consideration. So 
| far as I have examined them, I think the Comm 
tee on Public Lands have exercised a wise dint re- 
tion in preparing and reporting them. I have not 
|, examined them all, but so far as I have beeo able 
| to investigate the subject, they have exercised & 
sound discretion, both with regard to the — 
themselves, and the benefit to be derived by me 
Government of the United States. 
But the whole difficulty in the way of these 
bills is this: While we have not the slightes 
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sble in demonstrating that the Government of 
tr “vnited States is to be the gainer by these 
oe vg. still it is said that the States also are to be 
ae Gentlemen do not seem to be able to 
e orehend how it is that two parties can make 

* act by which both parties will be benefited. 
|. gir, itis only upon that principle that the 

‘ benefited by the exchange of different 
Pe uetions. The whole system of exchange and 
yerce is predicated upon the principle that 
«exchange is beneficial to both parties. If one 
yay gust necessarily be cheated while the other 

- nefited, it would do away with all trade and 
merce at once. It is true, that while these 
—oty are beneficial to the United States by en- 
- ing the public domain and bringing a larger 
nount of money Into the Treasury, they do at 
- game time immensely benefit the States to 
sh they are made. Is it any objection, that 
‘e the General Government promotes its inter- 

it thereby confers peculiar benefits upon the 

States ? We do receive adyantages—peculiar 
jvantages—which the balance of the Union do 

t participate in to the same extent. But is that 

yalid cround of objection? The same objection 
would apply to the millions expended at Norfolk 
nd Old Point Comfort—to all large public works 
_to the navy-yards and fortifications throughout 
he country—Wwherever the public money is ex- 
ded for public uses. These fortifications and 
yy-yards are constructed for the public benefit. 
Yet te immediate localities of these vast works 

i expenditures derive a peculiar benefit which 
ot common to the other portions of the coun- 

+, Is it any argument against the establish- 
ment of a navy-yard, that it confers a local benefit 

, addition to the public interests which were the 

‘ects of its establishment? The same argument 
may be urged against all custom-houses and pub- 
ic buildings which have been erected for national 
purposes In different parts of the country, and 
even against the location of the capital of the 
Union here. Would it be a sound argument for 
ihe remote and border States to say that, because 
the national capital is located upon the banks of 
the Potomac, where millions of money are annu- 
ally spent and squandered, and because the peo- 
pleall around are receiving peculiar advantages 
which do not extend to the Pacific, or even to the 
valley of the Mississippi, nor to the great lakes 

rthe St. Lawrence, the capital must be removed 
forno other reason than that its location neces- 
sarily confers local and peculiar advantages upon a 
few in its immediate vicinity which cannot be par- 
ticipated in by all portions of the Union? Or will 
you pulldown your public buildings and destroy 
all the public works which have been erected for 
great national uses, upon the same leveling princi- 

> It is impossible to construct public works 
‘or purely national objects without producing local 
enents. 

So itis with these grants of land in behalf of 
railroads. The national pecuniary benefit results 
from the speedy sale of these lands at a price which 

uld not otherwise be obtained. The States re- 
eiving the grants, not only participate equally in 
this national advantage with their sister States, but 
addition derive a peculiar and special benefit, 
asa consideration for making the roads Which 
produce all the advantages, both national and local. 
‘is on this principle that the friends of this policy 
justify and defend it. We are firmly esntiaenl, 
thatif there were no local benefits resulting from 
‘he passage of these bills—if their merits depend- 
&d solely upon the fact, that they enhanced the 
value of the public domain and increased the rev- 
fave, we would have no difficulty in defending 


em. 


Why, 


Is 
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wil 


su 


I feel at liberty to speak more freely on this sub- 
ect now, for the reason that my State has no 
onger any peculiar or special interest in this sys- 
fem. Illinois has been well served; she asks no 
more. If you make any more grants to Illinois 
‘or railroads, you will do it on the application of 
‘eegations from other States, for the purpose of 
Connecting the creat line of roads to the east and the 


"est of us, and not as a special favor to Illinois. | 


claim, therefore, to be entirely disinterested in 
my advocacy of this bill. No delegation can be 
more unbiased by local and selfish interests. We 
“ave seen the practical workings of the system, 
tud desire to see it extended to other States, be- 
use We approve of its application to our own. 

¢ wish to repay the Federal Government the 
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service she has rendered us, as well as herself, by 
extending the system to lowa, Missouri, and Ar- 
kansas, and every other State, where the same 
principles and reasons will apply. 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask the Senator a 
question. How niwch has Illinois been provided 
for? How many acres of the public lands has she 
received ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The grant last year, accord- 
ing to my recollection, although the precise amount 
has not been ascertained, because the lands are not 
definitely located, amount to about two and a half 
millions of acres in round numbers. That is the 
whole grant. I will remark, therefore, that Ilili- 
nois has been benefited to that extent. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia wishes it to be understood, that 
because we have got two and@ half millions of 
acres of the public lands, and thus have been ben- 
efited; therefore, the Government has been cheat- 
ed to that extent. I have shown the argument to 
be unsound. We admit that we have been bene- 
fited; but that does not prove that the Government 
has been cheated. We prove that the Government 
has been benefited by the same operation. I would 
like to see him answer that position, instead of re- 
peating the objection that one party must have 
been the looser, merely because the other was the 
cainer. ; 

In regard to this policy, I would say that I do 
not wish to carry it toany extravagant extent. I 
only wish to apply it where we can show that it 
comes fairly within the principle which I have so 
otten stated. But gentlemen say we must have 
a general system; and the Senator from Georgia 
{[Mr. Dawson] wants a system to reach his State. 
if he complains of this being partial, and wants 
one that will apply to Georgia, I will make him a 
proposition. Wewill extend the same principle 
precisely, in hee verba, of this bill to Georgia, 
and enact that all the lands belonging to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States within fifteen miles of 
all the lines of the Georgia railroad are hereby 
cranted to the State of Georgia. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. If the Senator will then allow 
me to introduce a bill like the one he dtd yester- 
day, that where there are no lands belonging to 
the United States on our railroads, we may go 
into all the public lands and locate, I will accept 
the proposition. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will adhere to my proposi- 
tion, and give him the benefit of the bill te which 
he refers. The bill which we passed yesterday 
granted lands to the State of Illinois in leu of 
those which you had taken from the State after 
having previously granted them in aid of the con- 
struction of a canal which we have completed at 
a cost of nine millions of dollars. Whenever you 
will show that the United States owned lands in 


| Georgia, which they granted to the State, and af- 


terwards took possession of and sold a part of 
them for the benefit of the United States, we will 
pass an act of Congress to make up the deficiency 
trom lands elsewhere, according to the bill of yes- 
terday. 

Mr. DAWSON. Very well. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Therefore I think the Sena- 
tor from Georgia and myself will come to an 
amicable adjustment of the question. The fact is, 
the Senator from Georgia, and gentlemen from 
other States where there are no public lands, for- 
get that they once had a proprietary to.the use of 
every acre of the lands within the limits of their 
respective States. We do not complain of that. 
it was their legal right, and we were willing that 
they should appropriate all the lands within their 


° ¢ - . 
limits. But after having thus appropriated to 
their own use all the lands within their own 


states, we do not deem it generous in them to de- 
prive us of this pittance to the new States, when 
we can show that they are not injured by the act 
which benefits us. When we bring forward a bill 
which benefits us at the same time that it promotes 
the public interests, the Senator desires a fair 
division by extending it to Georgia. How can 
the principle be applied to Georgia, or any other 
State where there are no public lands? How will 
the Senator contrive to double the value of and the 
price of the alternate sections so as to make value 
of the remaining half equal to the whole, if you 
donate lands in the distant Territories to make 
railroads in the State of Georgia? Will the Sena- 
tor explain how he will bring his case within the 
principle of this bill? The moment you apply the 
provisions of the bill to a State where there are 


351 


no public lands, you abandon the principle which 
sustains and justifies this bill. 

W hen the Senator from Georgia desires to secure 
lands to his own State to make railroads where the 
United States have no public lands to be benefited 
or enhanced in value by the roads, he thereby ad- 
mits that his objections to the system would be 
very soon removed if his State could participate 





in what he denounces as a system of plunder. 
The argument which he has submitted would be 
conclusive if directed against a bill 
to States where there are no pub 


to make crants 
but the 
bill for 
Alabama or Arkansas or Mississippi or Louisiana 
or any other State where there are public | 


2 land: : 
argument entirely fuils when applied to a 
‘ inds to 
be doubled in price and value by the construction 
of the ‘ 

The system proposed by the Senator from 
would apply all p and their 
proceeds to railroads in other States, and thus cut 
off entirely from the National ‘Treasury that 
source of revenue. Such a system would produce 
the necessity for increased burdens and taxation 
upon the people to supply the deficiency in the 
revenue, ‘That is the precise result which the ad- 
vocates of this bill We in the 
western country are opposed to any increased tax- 


roads. 


Georvia uubhie lands 


wish to avoid 
ation, and to any system of measures which would 
We wish to husband 
and enhance the value of this land fund, and de- 
rive all the revenue from it which a wise and just 
policy would bring into the We wish 


produce such a necessity. 


‘Treasury 


to see 


the public lands sold, peopled, and culti 
vated. Wherea trial of twenty, thirty, or forty 
years has shown that the lands will not sell, in 


consequence of the distance from markets and 
from timber, we wish to make railroads through 
them, and brine markets and timber into the cen- 
ter of those vast prairies, ind thus render them 
valuable, and cause them to be sold and cultivated. 
just policy, and 
wish to see it prevail, until Congress shall consent 


to donate the lands to the actual 


We believe this to be a wise and 


settiers, 

I am sorry that l have been compelled to detain 
the Senate so long: but I have thought it due to 
the occasion, and to the part I have heretofore 
acted in promoting these grants of public lands in 
aid of railroads, to make this explanation of the 
views and principles upon w hich the policy rests, 
although my own State no longer has any special 
the We only wish to do to 
our neighbors what has been generously done to 


Interest in system. 
us, in sustaining a policy by which ¢ verybody will 
be benefited and nobody injured. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lama member of the 
Committee on Public Lands, and have had these 
tion with 


thinking a 


railroads under consideration In conner 


the subject generally. I have been 


creat deal as to what was the pri per mode of ad- 
ministering this great fund, and I have come to the 
conclusion that 1 would, as speedily as I could, 
prepare and present, by way of amendment to 
railroad bills which we 
consideration, a proposition to grant to the 


have under 
old 
States of the Union so much land for the purpose 
of internal improvement within their respective 
} If f submit a propo- 
sition of that sort, as | expect to do, | intend to 
make something like a distribution among the old 
States, in proportion to their federal population, 
of an amount of these lands that wil! 
proportion to those which are granted to the new 


some of the 


States as may be neces ssary. 


year some 


| States for railroad purposes and purposes of inter- 


nal improvement. 

I think that this is a suitable occasion, after the 
remarks which have been made DY other rentleme ny, 
to bring to the attention of the Senate some con- 
siderations in respect to the proper mode of admin- 
istering the public lands. And first, | wish to no- 
tice the proprietary idea which 1s advanced here 
as being the legitimate foundation upon which we 
can appropriate the public lands for works of in- 
ternal improvement. If you will recollect the past 
history of appropriations of this sort for purposes 
of internal improvement connected with the idea of 
ownership on the part of the United States as the 
proprietary of these lands, you will discover one 
remarkable peculiarity, and that is this: Thatthis 
proprietary idea limits the appropriations for the 
purposes of internal improvement to the States 
within which the lands hie, and does not allow you 
to appropriate lands for internal improvements 


when those improvements are situated out of the 
| State in which the lands lie. Now, sir, Il never 
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could see the reason for that difference. If the 
United States are to be regarded as the proprietor 
of all the public lands in those States where there 
are public lands, and as proprietor it be legitimate 
to make a canal or railroad for the purpose of en- 
hancing the value of the lands situated in the States, 
why may they do that and be precluded from the 
right of making a road leading to those States by 
which the emigrants are to reach the lands to make 
purchases ? The orizinal appropriations made for 
Cumberland road were justified upon the 
ground that, as a proprietary of the land in the 
States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, through 
which it was proposed to make the Cumberland 
road for the benefit of those States, it was just as 
legitimate to appropriate land or money to make 
the road leading to those public lands as to make 
the road within the States where the 
selves were situated. 


the 


lands them- 
And you will remark, that 
In the progress of events—in this age of progress 
of ours—we have repudiated the old notion that it 
would be proper and legitimate to appropriate 
money or land to make a road leading to where 
the public lands are situated, and now the doctrine 
seems to be that it is only legal, under the propri- 
etary notion, to make an appropriation within the 
limits of the States where the lands themselves are 
situated. Asa proprietary, I never could see any 
reason for such a ditference. But under this idea 
that you ¢an only legitimately make appropriations 
in the States or ‘Territories where the lands are 
situated, you are entirely cut off from making an 
appropriation to connect the railroads which run 
through Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana, to 
connect us with New Orleans and Chicago, run- 
ning dewn to Cairo from the lakes to the mouth 
of the Ohio. You cannot unite these great public 
works under the proprietary idea. Why? Be- 
cause there happen to be a little point of Kentucky 
and a narrow strip of Tennessee. projecting down 
to the Mississippi river, between the road in IIli- 
nois and the road in Alabama and Mississippi. 
The mind that can come to such a conclusion, and 
reason upon the proprietary idea so as to deter- 
mine that you cannot even connect works, that 
under the proprietary idea you built, by running 
across the little strip of land in Tennessee and 
Kentucky to have them united, seems to me to be 
strangely constituted. Yet this has become the 
fashionable doctrine of the day. 

Mr. President, the Senate knows that centle- 
men who entertain the political principles that I 
do, believe that we can legitimately appropriate 
either lands or money to the construction of any 
work which we think of national importance. 
That was once the doctrine of this country. | 
hope it is not altogether exploded yet. In times 
ast we did appropriate money out of the public 
lreasury for works of internal improvement. In 
times past we have appropriated lands to purposes 
of that sort. Asa member of the Committee on 
Public Lands, I have acted upon these principles, 
and I intend to continue to act upon them, as | 
hold them to be correct. And, sir, wherever | 
perceive an object which I believe to be of national 
importance, I shall vete for an appropriation of 
either money or lands for its construction. L shall 
do this upon no narrow policy. I shall do it upon 
no sectional consideration. But while I intend 
thus to act liberally in promoting objects for the 
improvement of the country, whether with lands 
or with money taken directly from the Treasury, 
I still feel that something like justice ought to be 
done to al! the States of the Union in the adminis- 
tration of this great fund. If you will not return 
to the system of distributing the money arising 
from the sales of the public lands among the 
States, I do not perceive that there is any other 
way by which we can obtain that justice than 
by uniting upon a proposition such as I pro- 
pose to submit in the course of the discussion 
on some of these bills, to make a distribution of 
the lands themselves. I know full well that ny 
friends from the new States will rise like one 
man and say that the proposition to allow Ken- 
tuecky, or North Carolina, or any other of the 
old States, to become a proprietor of a part of the 
soil within their States, is most horrible. I foresee 


that just as soon as the proposition is submitted, , 


there will not be a man upon this floor who repre- 
sents one of the States in which any portion of 
the public lands is situated, but will rise up and 
poe against the very idea of allowing any other 
Siate to become an owner of any portion of the 


lands in his State. 
shall wish those gentlemen to point out, if they 
can, the difference between allowing a State to 
hold land within your territory; and allowing an 
individual to hold it, when that individual does 
not choose to settle upon and improve it. An 
individual may purchase as much land as he 
pleases in any of the States where the public lands 
aré situated. He may never move upon it or im- 
prove it. I know that the policy of my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Watrxer}| would be to 
lighten the reins in such a manner, that this thing 
should not be done in reference to individuals. 
B it, sir, you may, when this proposition which I 
contemplate shal! be submitted, require the States, 
if you please, to sell within a limited time. You 
have never thought proper to put individuals of 
the country under any restrictions yet. But it 
will be premature now to go into a lengthy argu- 
ment upon propositions which are merely existing 
in the imagination. My main reason in rising 
was to notice some of the arcuments which fell 
from the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douvetas.] 
It is suggested to me that I should give way toa 
motion to adjourn. [f shall leave that to the 
Senate, as Iam prepared either,to go on now, or 
wait until tomorrow. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ ° 

Mr. HALE. Before that motion is put, I wish 
to make another motion. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 withdraw the motion, if 
the Senator will renew it. 

Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. DOWNS. I hope the motion will not be 
agreed to. Friday is private bill day. We ad- 
journed over last week, because we were almost 
through the private bills which had been reported, 
but since that time there have been several reports 
made. IJ hope we shall sit to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I now move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope the motion will be 
withdrawn for the purpose of allowing us to go 
into Executive session. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to go into 
Executive session cannot be received until the bill 
before the Senate is disposed of. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move that the further 
consideration of it be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness, and after a short time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


)) 


Tuourspay, January 22, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Mr. Morean. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
FOUNDATIONS OF THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. McNAIR. 
of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the commiitee appointed to examine into 


the stability, firmness, &c., of the foundation of the exten- | 


sion of the Capitol, be authorized to send for persons and 
papers. 

Mr. MeN. said, it is really necessary that this 
resolution should be adopted; we cannot get along 
without it. I hope the House will indulge me in 
its introduction and adoption. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. McNAIR. I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia would withdraw his objection. It is 


Prayer 


I ask the unanimous consent | 


really impossible for the committee to proceed | 


without the power asked in the resolution. 
Mr. STEPHENS. I cannot withdraw. 


ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the consideration of the joint resolution No. 1, 
heretofore reported from the select committee, to 
which the same was referred, with an amendment 


explanatory of the act of 1850 granting to certain | 
| officers and soldiers bounty land, &c.; the pending | 
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When that shall be done, I || question being on the motion sub 





Jan. 29. 





gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dewmays}o7 the 
mit the said joint resolution and pending o. 
ments to the Goateniniae of the Whole 
the state of the Union, and on which « 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. Crark] 
the floor. 


Mr. BRIGGS. Irisetoa privileged question 

CLOSE OF DEBATE ON INDEMNItTy BIL! 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire.to ing, 
if the resolution offered by the gentleman Deas 
Alabama (Mr. Houston] yesterday, to cloga , 


£ amend. 

Ouse on 
F8estion the 
IS entitled 44 


1OSe | 


bate upon the Mexican indemnity bill, d 
come up first, as the unfinished business ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was not proces, 
when that resolution was offered. ' 
Mr. HOUSTON. It was a resolution clos, 
debate upon the Mexican indemnity bill, . 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it js ,,, 
the first business in order; but that that resolns: 
will come up as unfinished business after th. 
morning hour. 7 
Mr. JONES. The resolution for closi 
bate on the Mexican indemnity bill was the pena. 
ing question when the House adjourned, | ask 
for my own information. Suppose the mornine 
hour should be spent in that business, and whe, 


0€s 


ne de. 


e ien 
it was concluded, some gentleman should movyo yp 
°) into consideration of the business Upon the 
Speaker’s table, would this resolution come y 


unfinished business? [I think not. - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not know of 
the existence of the motion to which the gent). 


| man refers, for he was not in the House at the 


| time of its adjournment. 


a 


The Chair understa 


is, 


| however, that that resolution is to close the dehatp 


upon the Mexican indemnity bill. He desires jg 
inquire whether it was pending when the House 
adjourned ? 

Mr. JONES. It was. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston] introduced the regoly- 


| tion and moved the previous question, and pending 


which the House adjourned. 
The SPEAKER. Then the resolution js jp 
order, and comes up as unfinished business. 
Mr. BRIGGS. [rise to a question of privilege, 
I desire now to call up the resolution which | 


| offered a few days since, in reference to the legali- 
| ty of the seat which the Delegate from Utah | Mr. 


| be disposed of. 


BerNHISEL] occupies upon this floor. 


PROPOSITION TO CLOSE DEBATE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman, that he first permit the resolution of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovsroy} to 
The previous question has been 


| demanded upon it. 


| making that motion. 
yovterteys with a view of bringing the matter be- 


Mr. BRIGGS. I have no objection. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Is it in order to move to 
lay the resolution, for closing debate, upon the 
table ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr.SWEETSER. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
in a single remark. 
understand the 


It isin order. 

Then I make that motion. 
L hope [ shall be indulged 
I desire that the House shall 
recise point I had in view in 
I presented the resolution 


fore tte House. I moved the previous questioy, 
but at the same time I intimated to the House 
that I did not desire to press a vote upon it. 
said then that I would withdraw. the call for the 
previous question, and leave the House to deter- 
mine its own time for closing the debate. 
Mr. SWEETSER. [will withdraw the motion 
to lay upon the table, with the understanding that 


| the debate shall go on. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw the call for the 
previous question. As I stated on yesterday, | do 
not wish to entrap any portion of the House by 
that motion. I only desire that the House shai 


fix upon some time. F 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] withdraw his motion to lay 
upon the table? 
Mr. SWEETSER. No, sir; I must adhere 
it 


The question was then taken, and decided in the 


| negative. 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upoe 


| the table. 


Mr. MEADE. I moveto amend the resolution, 
so as to provide that debate shall close at three 
o’clock to-morrow. ° 
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